AUTHENTICATED
US. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO,

Vol.41—No.79
4-22-76

PAGES
16789-16929

THURSDAY, APRIL 22, 1976

ister

Jh?ghlights

' PART I:
EARTH WEEK
Presidential proclamation... ... .. ... .. e .. 16791
NATIONAL SAFE BOATING WEEK
Presidential proclamation........_ .. . . 16789

FOOD ADDITIVES
HEW/FDA amends rules relating to synthetic fatty
alcohols; effective 4-22-76; objections by 5-24-76.._. 16797

EXCESS FEDERAL REAL PROPERTY

GSA/PBS prescribes procedures for consideration of
OTIBCtS Of AISPOBIION: e e s ot s se s 16882

ARBITRATION SERVICES
FMCS proposes revision of regulations; comments by
O G e e e T 16831

PEAS
USDA/AMS revises grade standards of frozen field and
black-eye peas........ S 92Tk R S (LD

COTTON TEXTILE IMPORTS

CITA announces levels for products from El Salvador...... 16861

HYDRAULIC BRAKE SYSTEMS
DOT/NHTSA revises brake fluid level indicator require-
ments; effective 4-22-76 el e 16803

OFFSHORE SHRIMP FISHERIES
Commerce/NOAA issues interim regulations; comments

AIRPORT GRANTS

Interior/BLM proposes procedures for conveying public

lands to public agencies for airport purposes; comments

DY <2406 = e T - T e s e e e 16817

1975 RICE CROP

USDA/CCC amends provisions regarding maturity dates
Of JoaN St e Sonseevstas i reenis il e dpsiaveiriven AOOLD
FLAMMABLE FABRICS
CPSC amends policy on exportation of non-complying

BOOS s T L R s SR 16797
DEEPWATER PORTS

DOT/CG issues final rules for evaluation and precon-
struction testing at potential sites; effective 5-24-76. __ 16799

e mamar e S —, CONTINUED INSIDE

federal reg




reminders

(The items In this list were editorially compiled as an ald to FEDERAL REGISTER users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal
significance. Since this list is intended as & reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.)

Rules Going Into Effect Today

List of Public Laws

EPA—Delaware State Implementation
Plan; approval of revision........... 12010;
3-23-76

FCC—Table of frequency allocations.
11517; 3-19-76
DOT/FAA—Standard instrument approach
procedures; recent changes and addi-

tions... ..o eeneennn... 13908, 4-1-76
Designation of transition area.... 11274;
3-18-76

Societe Nationale Industrielle Aerospa-
tiale Model SA341G “Gazelle” heli-
copters...................... 14878; 4-8-76

This is s continuing numerlcal listing of
public bills which have become law, together
with the law number, the title, the date of
approval, and the U.S. Statutes citation. The
list is kept current in the FEDERAL REGISTER
and coples of the laws may be obtalned from
the U.8. Government Printing Office.

Pub. Law 94-268
An act to provide for the modification of
the boundaries of the Bristol Cliffs
Wilderness Area
(Apr. 16, 1976; 90 Stat. 370)

S. 3108.... Pub. Law 94-269
An act to amend Public Law 94-187 to
increase the authorization for appropria-

tions to the Energy Research and De-
velopment Administration in accordance
with section 261 of the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954, as amended, section 305
of the Energy Reorganization Act of
1974, and section 16 of the Federal Non-
nuclear Energy Research and Develop-
ment Act of 1974, and for other pur-
poses

(Apr. 16, 1976; 90 Stat. 371)

S.). Res. 101......... ... Pub. Law 94-270
Joint resolution to authorize the Presi-
dent to issue a proclamation designat-
ing that week in November which in-
cludes Thanksgiving Day as ‘“‘National
Family Week''

(Apr. 19, 1976; 90 Stat. 372)

AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK

Ten agencies have agreed to a six-month trial period based on the assignment of two days a week beginning
February 9 and ending August 6 (See 41 FR 5453). The participating agencies and the days assigned are as follows:

Monday | Tuesday l Wednesday Thursday | Friday
NRC | USDA/ASCS | NRC | USDA/ASCS
DOT/COAST GUARD ] * USDA/APHIS e | DOT/COAST GUARD -.1 USDA/APHIS
DOT/NHTSA | USDA/FNS o e ’ DOT/NHTSA ! USDA/FNS
DOT/FAA ; USDA/REA ] DOT/FAA '_1 USDA/REA
| Topga s e ’ = 0[ csc g
e 5.k | LaBOR . i | LaBor z

Documents normally scheduled on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day fol-

lowing the holiday.

Comments on this trial program are invited and will be received through May 7, 1976. Comments should
be submitted to the Director of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408.

dial 202-523-5022.

ATTENTION: Questions, corrections, or requests for information regarding the contents of this issue only may
be made by dialing 202-523-5286. For information on obtaining extra copies, please call 202-523-5240.
To obtain advance information from recorded highlights of selected documents to appear in the next issue,

Phone 523-5240

e
A
Y4

D.C. 20402.

:

Area Code 202

Published daily, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official Federal
holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 us.cC.
Ch, 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch.I). Distribution
& is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.

The Feoeral REGISTER provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued
by Federal sgencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency
documents of public interest. Documents are on file for public inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day before
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the issuing agency. 4

The FepErRAL REGISTER will be furnished by mall to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $60 per year, payable
in advance. The charge for individual copies is 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound,
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington,

There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing in the Frperal REGISTER.
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued

TELECOMMUNICATIONS DOT/CG: National Offshore Operations Industry Ad-

GSA provides for inventory to intercity data, facsimile, visory Committee, 5-25 and 5-26-76.......... .. . 16854

and record facilities; effective 4-22-76.......... ... 16882 FCC/RTCM: WARC-79 Advisory Commiittee, 5-11-76. 16863
Standard Connecting Arrangements for Registered

NUCLEAR POWER REACTORS PBX's and Key Telephone Systems, 5-3 and

NRC proposes amendments relating to early site reviews 5-4-76 and 5-13 and 5-14-76 e B8 . 16864

and limited work authorizations; comments by 6-21-76.. 16835 HEW/CDG: Immunization Practices Adv:sory Commlt
tee, 5-6 and 5-7-76 . 16847
FPRIVACY ACT OF 1974
HUD proposes amendments to systems records, com- lnten:;\/,iNPS. cGatewsay nNastE);g_lmRecreat:on Area 16841
Ay o s S A rmaa i VS R &) eNC 1T SOty Lommission, 9-20-76...........cc..ccuiis.
nents by Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore Adv:sory Com-
PASSENGER CAR TIRES mssloq, 52270 - 16841

DOT/NHTSA issues qua,.teﬂy addition of new tire sizes; National Commission on Electromc Fund Transfers

effective 5-22-76... B ki Lt v L. L 16804 5-27-76 .. 16887
OMB: Business Advusory Councrl on Federal Reports.
AIRCRAFT o e R S G o o e v R D D 16894

DOT/FAA amends rules relating to radio equipment for USDA/FS: Routt National Forest Gfaliﬂg Advisory
overwater operations L My e e 16794 e T e S 16845
DOT/FAA amends agricultural aircraft inspection require-
ments; effective 5-24-76...... .. ... ..o 16796 CHANGED MEETING—

DOT/FAA proposes requirement of pitot heat warning CFI‘C/Commodlty Optcons Subcommrttee, 4-27 and
indicators on transport airplanes; comments by 4-28-76 o 16861
6-21-76 .......... O o RN S R A RS £ 134 (K20 ... 16827

PART II:
VESSELS

DOT/CG proposes amendments relating to measure- HOUSING
ment; comments by 6~7—76........ .ocoio 16826
DOT/CG issues temporary local regulations for the Port HUD proposes tenant eviction procedures in subsidized
of NN St Gl ot s oot ol B Be Sl o i 16855 projects; comments by 5-24-76. .. e A OS2
MEETINGS— PART Il

Architectural and Transportation Barriers Compliance
Board: National Advisory Committee on an Acces- PRIVACY ACT OF 1974
sible Environment, 5-10 and 5-11-76... . 16859 USDA notice of systemof records...........__.........._.. .. . 10928
Commerce/NBS: Federal Information Processmg NTSB supplemental notice of proposed system of
Standards Task Group 13, 5-26-76...._ .. . ... 16847 yocords ... L. - —e... 16929
THE PRESIDENT Notices Proposed Rules
Procl ti Privacy Act of 1974; notice of sys- Drawbridge operations:

YOG N tem of records_....__._._._.__.__ 16928 Wisconsin ___________________ 16826
Barth Weeks s i 16791 Measurement of vessels.___.._____ 16826
Bafe Boating Week, National ____ 16789 A"c%"l‘%gs:ggm" FOLICYREVIEW Notices

. Meetings:
EXECUTIVE AGENCIES Notices
Indian health investigation; hear- Deetimt?rp Do gggﬁsnegsﬂ}w”ca-
QGlRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE et A SR X TS ST 16859 Tiop. THig 4 oo s P VLRGT | 16854

ules Seadock; Tngd coi sl Sr Aoy 16857
Navel oranges grown in Ariz. and ARg;lé"rgg;g %%M?,Tﬂggé %%P&%I‘ATION Meetings:

partsof Calif__.___ ___________ 16814 . National Offshore Operations
Onions grown in South Texas.._ 16815 Notices Industry Advisory Commit-
Peas, field and black-eye (frozen) ; Meetings: e AN TR e 16854

grade standards.... ... .__ 16811 National Adyisory Committee on Port of New York; temporary local
Proposed Rules an Accessible Environment.__. 16859 reguintiong\ Fos s o ene T 16855
Cherries grown in certain states_. 16818 CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD COMMERCE DEPARTMENT

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT

See also Agricultural Marketing
Service; Commodity Credit
Corporation; Farmers Home
Admimstmtion Forest Service;
Soil Conservation Service.

Rules

Authority delegations by Secre-
tary and General Officers:
Deputy Under Secretary for
Congressional and Public
Aflairs

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41,

Notices
Hearings, etc.:
International Air Transport As-
sociation

COAST GUARD

Rules
Drawbridge operations:

2T T P o T i e e g 16798
Becurity zones:

Texas ... 16798

16799

See Domestic and International
Business Administration; Na-
tional Bureau of Standards;
National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration; Textile
Agreements Implementation
Committee.

COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION
Rules

Loan and purchase programs:
Cotton; bale packaging; correc-
RION s e 16816
7 32 (Ve Pl N e A NN 16815
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COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING

COMMISSION

Notices
Meetings:

Advisory Committee on Defini-
tion and Regulation of Mar-
ket Inmstruments; change in
agenda

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY

COMMISSION

Rules

Noncomplying goods; policy on
exportation’ — - e

Oral presentations concerning
proposed rules; procedural reg-

ARAbIONE s s e S

DISEASE CONTROL CENTER

Notices
Meetings:
Immunization Practices Advis-
ory Committee - o ___
DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Scientific
entry:
Colorado School of Mines_____.
Southern Illinois University.____
University of California_______
University of Miami___________
University of Rochester (2 doc~
uments) - coccaaa oo 16846, 16847

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Disaster areas:

Wisconsin 16844
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Rules
Aircrait inspection requirements;

16861

16797

16796

16847

articles; duty free

16845
168456
16846

16846

olarifleation oo aasoi Tt oos 16796
Airworthiness directives:

Bellanca Aircraft Corp—_. . ___ 16793

Control zones_ - - oo 16794

General operating and flight
rules:
Radio equipment for overwater
operations. o o i & 16794
Standard instrument approach
1)y 3,0 e 1y B U S T 16795
Transition areas (4 documents) __ 16793,
16794
Proposed Rules
Control ZoNnes._ ... e 16827
Pitot heat warning indicators;
proposed installation on trans-
port category airplanes._______ 16827
Restricted areas (2 documents) - 16829,
16830
Transition areas (5 documents) . 16828,
16829
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION
Proposed Rules
Receiver certification program;
extension of comment period._. 16830
Notices
Common carriers services infor-
mation; applications__..______ 16862

Meetings:

CONTENTS

Standard connecting arrange-
ments for registered PBX's
and key telephone systems._ .. 16864

FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION
Proposed Rules

Flood Insurance Program, Na-
tional; flood elevation deter-
minations, ete.:

(9) o) [ g e Al SO S R ST L 16826
Pennsylvania (4 documents) .__16819-

16823
Rnode Island. oo L L o= 16824
D023 el o1 T At A E RS 16821
Washington .. - oo o 16825
West Virginia (2 documents) .._ 16821,

16824

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
Notices )

Agreements filed, etc.;
Australia/Eastern USA Ship-

ping Conference_ _ ... ... _.__ 16864
Japanese Ports and Ports in
California, Oregon, and

Washington s ot anaa 16865
Certificates of financial respon-
sibllity (oil pollution); revoca-

o {31 0 R I S S S s 16364

FEDERAL MEDIATION AND CONCILIATION
SERVICE

Proposed Rules

Arbitration services. . _. 16831
FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
Notices
Hearings, ele..
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas

OO ot e i e e 16865
Amoco Production Co_ - 16865
Area Rate Proceeding (Hugoton

Anadarko Area) and Panhan~

dle Eastern Pipeline Co..._ . 16865
Baca Gas Gathering System,

6 §3 (S o SO s ot S L O 16866
Bangor Hydro-Electric Co_____ 16866
Branch Investment Corp., et al_ 16866
Central Telephone & Utilities

[0y o W, WO N " W O 16877
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp.

and North Penn Gas Co_.___ 16866
Delmarva Power and Light Co. 16867
Detroit Edison Co-_ - ________ 16867
El Paso Natural Gas Co. (3

documents) . ___ 16867, 16868
Great Lakes Gas Transmission

o Pt Ot SV S R 16868
Green Mountain Power Corp.. 16868
Gulf.States Utilities Co________ 16868
Indiana Gas Company, Inc____ 16869
Indiana & Michigan Electric Co_. 16869
Towa Power and Light Co__.___ 16869
Lake Superior District Power

& P RS e S B S e S T 16869
Louisiana Power & Light Co__.. 16870
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line

(¢ {RENES G NE T RS, 4 16870
Midwestern Gas Transmission

________________________ 16870

Co
Natural Gas Pipeline Company
of America (2 documents) ___ 16870,

FCC WARC-79 Advisory Com- 16871
mittee for Maritime Mobile Northern Illinols Gas Co_ . _____ 16871

5 g Lo e M PR e I 16863 Northern Natural Gas Co_..___ 16872

v FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL, 41, NO. 79—THURSDAY, APRIL

Northern BStates Power Co.

(MMANESoka) e e o 16872
Northwest Pipeline Corp. (2,

documents) - . __ = 16873
Oleum Incorporated, Operator,

Ll Ve R S e S e s 16873
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line

I e 16874
Phillips Petroleum Co.________ 16874
Public Service Company of In-

A O o e 16874
Public Service Company of New

DIETIL0 e e e 16874
Public Service Electric and Gas

o S T o o L 16874
Rockland Electric Co. .. _.____ 16875
Southern Natural Gas Co. (2

documents) —__ .. o ui =0 16875
South Georgia Natural Gas Co,

(2 documents) _____________ 16876
Susquehanna Power Co. and

Philadelphia Electric Power

L PR - e S e SO 16876
Swanton Village, Vermont.____ 16876
Texas Gas Exploration Corp..__ 16820
Texas Gas Pipe Line Corp...__ 16877
United Gas Pipe Line Co_______ 16877
Vermont Electric Power Com-

PR, DG e e 16577
W. C. McBride-Silurian Oil Co.,

(L Lg ) INCtale SR SN SR N S 163877

Wisconsin Power and Light Co_ 16378

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION
Rules

Locomotive inspection; railroad
accldents/incidents; correction. 16803

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Notices

Applications, etc.:
Bancal Tri-State Corp.______ 16880
First National Financial Corp. 16881
Offerle Investment Co., Inc___. 16881
Town Financial Corp. ... _ 16881

FEDERAL SUPPLY SERVICE

Proposed Rules
Property management:
Federal

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Rules
Hunting:
Mingo National Wildlife Ref- v
Proposed Rules
Marine mammals; correction...- 16818

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION

Rules

Food additives:
Synthetlc fatty alcohols ...~

Proposed Rules
Enforcement policies:
Practices and procedures; cor-
rection
Human drugs and cosmetic prod-
ucts containing chloroform;
correction 1

22, 1976




Notices

Conditions for marketing intra-
ocular lenses; notice to manu~-
facturers; correction. ... ._.__

Food ingredients, safety; public
hearing

Inspection of Delaware drug man-
ufacturers, repackers and
wholesalers; memorandum of
understanding with Delaware
Board of Pharmacy_ .. ______

FOREST SERVICE

Notices
Environmental statements; avail-
ability, ete.:
Delta National Forest. . ..
Meetings: :
Routt National Forest Grazing
Advisory Board. o oaeooo--

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

See Federal Supply Service; Na-
tional Archives and Records
Service; Public Building Serv-
ice. .

Rules

Property management:
Federal (2 documents) __ 16801, 16802

Nofices
Property management regula-
Hons, temporary:
Autbority delegation %0 Com-
meree Department .. ______ 16882

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT

See Disease Control Center; ¥ood
and Drug Administration.

HEARINGS AND APPEALS OFFICE

Notices

Applications, etc.:
Energy Development Corp. ... 16842
Harlan-Cumberland Coal Co__. 16842
Quarto Mining Co_ oo 16842
SBouthern Ohio Coal Co________ 16843

HOUSING MANAGEMENT, OFFICE OF
ASSISTANT SECRETARY

Proposed Rules

Tenant evietions: ..o __.._____ 16923

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

See also Federal Insurance Ad-
ministration; Housing Manage-
ment, Office of Assistant Secre-
tary; Interstate Land Sales
Registration Office.

Notices

Privacy Act of 1974; notice of sys-

tems records, proposed amend-
T LS A

INDIAN AFFAIRS BUREAU

Proposed Rules
Irrigation projects, operation and
maintenance charges:
Flathead Indian Irrigation Proj-
eob Montann: o o phuh

16847
16848

16848

CONTENTS

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT

See Fish and Wildlife Service;
Hearings and Appeals Office;
Indian Affairs Bureau; Land
Management Bureau; National
Park Service; Reclamation
Bureau.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION

Notices
Assignment of hearings._ .. _____
Car service exemptions, manda-
tory (2 documents) ... . ______
Motor carriers:
Board transfer proceedings... .
Operating rights; petitions for
modification, interpretation or
reinstatement
Rerouting of traflic:
Association of American Raill-
RS e e e e e e 16920
Detroit and Toledo Shore Line

16896

INTERSTATE LAND SALES REGISTRATION
OFFICE

Notices

Land developers; investigatory
bearings, orders of suspension,
ete.:

Tampa Highlands___._________ 16849
LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU
Rules
Public land sale—R.S. 2456 ____ 16869
Proposed Rules
Alrportigrants: oo = - 16817

Notices

Applications, ete.:
New Mexico (2 documents)_ .. 16840
Wyoming (4 documents) _ 16840, 16841

MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE
Notices
Meetings:
Business Advisory Council on
Federal Reports..._..___.____ 16894

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE
ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Environmental statements; avail-
ability, ete,:
Space shuttle orbiter, overland
transport 16887

NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS
SERVICE

Notices

Fourth Annual Report of the
President on Federal Advisory
Committees Covering Calendar
Year 1976; availability of publi-
(G T T SR S e ST

NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS
Notices
Meetings:

Federal Information
Standards Task Group 13.... 16847

NATIONAL COMMISSION ON ELECTRONIC
FUND TRANSFERS

Notices
Meetings

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY
ADMINISTRATION

Rules

Motor vehicle safety standards:
Brake systems, hydraulic_ ... __
Tires, pneumatic_ ... __________

Notices
Notice and reecall for inconsequen-
tial nencompliance; petitions
for exemption:
Advance Mixer,Inc..___.____. i
Travel Equipment Corp. ... __

16858
16858

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC
ADMINISTRATION

Rules
Shrimp fisheries, offshore; interim

regulations ___.____..____.' _ 16805

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

Notices
Meetings:
Gateway National Reereasion
Area Advisory Commission___
Indiana Dunes National Lake-
shore Advisory Commission._ 16§41

16841

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY
BOARD

Rules
Fee schedule. ... _.

Notices

Privacy Act of 1974; supplemental
notice of proposed system of
XECOXan: o e i I fan o g

Safety recommendations and ac-

cident reports; availability,
responses, ete.:

Aircraft accident report and
briefs

16604

16929

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Rules

Construction permit or operating
license; initial treatment of ap-
plication; correction__._____.____

Proposed Rules

Nuclear power reactors, early stte
reviews and lmited work au-

16793

el by v n Ty e e e e e L 16836
Notices
Applications, ete.:

Boston Edison CO_ oo 16888

Caroling Power and Light Co..
Consolidated Edison Co. of New

16888

RO IR s 16889
Duke Power Co.__._.__ 16889, 16890
General Atomic COm oo 16891
Georgla Power Co-vov oo 168921
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Jersey Central Power & Light
Co
Long Island Lighting Co
Northern States Power Co._.._
Omaha Public Power District__
Puget Sound Power & Light Co.,
et al. (2 documents) __ 16889,
Virginia Electric & Power Co..
Environmental statements; avail-
ability, ete.:
Rio Algom Corp
Regulatory guides; issuance and
availability

PUBLIC BUILDINGS SERVICE
Notices

Surplus Federal real property;
effects of disposition on environ-

CONTENTS

RECLAMATION BUREAU

Notices

Environmental statements; public
hearing:

Chief Joseph Dam Project,
Wash :

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE

Notices
Environmental statements on wa-
tershed projects; availability,
ete.:
Harquahala Valley, Arlz

16845

TEXTILE AGREEMENTS IMPLEMENTATION
COMMITTEE

Notices :

Cotton textiles:
El Salvador

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

See Coast Guard; Federal Aviation
Administration; Federal Rail-
road Administration; National
Highway Traffic Safety Admin-
istration,

WAGE AND PRICE STABILITY
COUNCIL

Notices

Paper industry, price study; public

list of cfr parts affected in this issue

The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today’s
issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month.

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of each month, The guide lists the parts and sections affected
by documents published since the revision date of each title.

3 CFR
PROCLAMATIONS:

16 CFR

1917 (10 documents) .. 1681916826

25 CFR
ProPOSED RULES:

47 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:

e e e e e i s 16805
.. 16805

16827-16829
16828, 16830

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO, 79—THURSDAY, APRIL 22, 1976




CUMULATIVE LIST- OF PARTS AFFECTED DURING APRIL

The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during April.

1 CFR
P R R e e 13895
b1 e T T R e S e 15321
PROPOSED RULES:
D e g P 14496
3 CFR
PROCLAMATIONS
7 5. e R e e e L s e 14363
4428 e Sl sl i e s 14723
7 Y e P P S A i e R ) 14997
7 7 RGP i A ST 15395
751 HLIR SIS i N O e 15679
A0 e i Ct e e e G e 15819
L7 &) L RER e SO AT TN ST 15821
e e S 15823
A8 i e e e 16133
44348 =Sl LSS I S iR C S 16789
44305, Sl S e S T IR 16791
EXECUTIVE ORDERS:
11790 (See EO 11912) ____________ 15825
11795 (Amended by EO 11910) .___ 15681
11847 (See EO 11909) . ________.__ 15681
B2 1} ke e RO I T L e e 14161
11000 e e e e e e 15681
I8¢} § L R S S S e 15683
1191 et e s e SR 15826
MEMORANDUMS !
January 2, 1973 (Amended by
Memorandum of March 25,
b1y (b e Lt NN el 14163
April 26, 1973 (See Memoxandum
ofldarch 25: 3008 L. i 14163
December 13, 1973 (See Memoran-
dum of March 25,1976) _________ 14163
October 29, 1974 (See Memoran-
dum of March 25,1976) . _____.___ 14163
March28, 1896 . o oy i s 14163
ApriDEGcA8a6. e A e 16545
4 CFR
L M S e R e LR T 16135
410, i T T TN N = i o e
PROPOSED RULES:
R s i b SR ) 14788
5 CFR =
318, S i AT, L N N 14165,
14501, 14999, 15397, 16145, 16547
0 e L L L 14165
by e S A e e e e 14725
7 CFR
b BRI e S et ) 141%0, 15322, 16811
V= ¥ e AT ey S0 ) 15685
o S " LTS RS N 15016, 16811
63 L L Al e T R 14171
L e e e 14172
40 B B e s s 15022
[ oo e S s W R 15023
T30 SR B o S T 16157
120 - 5 M R e i i 14175
T80, AR SR o N 13928, 14176
2 B e T T Bt 15397
L e T e R |1 15829
907_ .. 13928, 14176, 16023, 15831, 16814
908 e T 13929 14859, 15024
BI0CSS At L s 14171, 15025, 16158
2 b WIS G T A 15685, 16547
B e S b o N 15830

7 CFR—Continued

R e e e e ey i) 14177
T S e e A 15829, 16548
11, i A =i e 13930, 15831, 16815
b NI S St e SRS 15398
A e o e e 15398
B e e 16815
7 D fe R R RS e S B B Bl e 16816
B S S i o v e i 14322
& 5 A Sesa = g el S 15398
o e o i oo sl e o, L} 14323
s 7 IR L SRS SR 14727
B e e e e 14727 14860
B e e e 16159
RO e e e s Lot s 161569
e e i e e i 13932, 15686
01y RS ER T B SN 13930
1 B S T e = 13930
2 {1y S R R S Ny S S oA 13931
p §11 e S S L e 13930
p 710 BN R ST S s 15830
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presidential documents
Title 3—The President
PROCLAMATION 4434

National Safe Boating Week, 1976

By the President of the United States of America

A Proclamation

Each year, more Americans discover the pleasures of boating, The nation’s rivers,
lakes and coastal waterways provide an ideal setting for family recreation and well-
carned moments of leisure. As the popularity of boating grows, so does the need to
emphasize safety in boating activities. We must recognize a mutual responsibility for
our safety and the safety of others so that enjoyment of our country’s natural and
man-made resources does not have to be marred by tragedy.

In light of the growth in recreational boating, and our need for safe waterways,
the Congress, by joint resolution approved June 4, 1958 (72 Stat. 179, 36 U.S.C. 161 Ys
requested the President to proclaim annually the week which includes July 4 as
National Safe Boating Week,

NOW, THEREFORE, I, GERALD R. FORD, President of the United States of
America, do hereby designate the week beginning July 4, 1976, as Natienal Safe
Boating Week.

I urge all who take part in boating activities on American waterways to aceuire a
basic knowledge of boating safety. This information is readily available through
numerous safe boating courses offered by organizations such as the United States Coast
Guard Auxiliary, the United States Power Squadrons, the American Red Cross and
the various State agencies. I urge all organizations offering boating safety instruction
to increase their efforts to encourage safe boating,

I also invite the Governors of the'States, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the
Virgin Islands, Guam and American Samoa, and the Mayor of the District of Co-
lumbia to provide for the observance of this week.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this twentieth day of
April, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred seventy-six, and of the Independence
of the United States of America the two hundredth.

e 1 S

[FR Doc.76-11769 Filed 4-20-76;1: 28 pm]
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THE PRESIDENT
PROCLAMATION 4435

Earth Week, 1976

By the President of the United States of America
A Proclamation

In this Bicentennial Year, we should give special recognition to the legacy of
nature as well as to that of history. America’s mountains, prairies, woodlands, and
waterways are natural wonders of breathtaking beauty, and they provide resources for
trade and transportation, human welfare and recreation. These resources are not ours
to abuse. We hold them in trust for posterity.

In recent years, we have learned that our past progress was often made without
sufficient regard for the long-termn consequences to our natural environment, To meet
this environmental challenge, we have enacted more than a dozen significant national
environmental laws. Their results are encouraging; we are beginning to bring our most
chronic sources of water pollution under control, and we are improving the quality of
the air and the richness of our land.

Much remains to be done, but steady long-range progress can only be sustained by
eontinuows effort. Active interest by all Americans ¥ the only force that can translate
suvironmental policy into environmental progress.

Our environment is the responsibility not only of government and business, but it

must also be a matter of daily concern to every American.

NOW, THEREFORE;, I, GERALD R. FORD, President of the United States of
America, do hereby designate the week beginning Thursday, April 22. 1976, to
Wednesday, April 28, 1976, as Earth Week.

I call upon government officials at all levels to observe this week with appropriate
activities, and I call upon civic organizations and businesses to make at least one new
effort during this week for a cleaner, safer, healthier environment.

And I urge each American to devote one day during this week to a significant
activity which improves our environment,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this twentieth day of

April, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred seventy-six, and of the Independence
of the United States of America the two hundredth.

ot R 5ond

[FR Doc.76-11858 Filed 4-20-76 :4:38 pm]
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rules and requiations

REGISTER issue of each month,

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which Is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510,
The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL

Title 10—Energy

CHAPTER I—NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

CONSTRUCTION PERMIT OR
OPERATING LICENSE

Initial Treatment of Application
Correclion

1n FR Doc, 76-10910 appearing at page
15832 in the FepeErRAL REGISTER of Thurs-
day, April 15, 1976 make the following
sorrections:

1. On page 15833 in the second col-
umn, third line from the top the word
“gafety” should be capitalized in § 2.101
() (3),

2. On page 15833, in the third column,
fourth line from the top the word “by”
should be “of” in § 2.101(a) (5).

3. On page 15834, second column, first
line of §50.30(b) the word “of” should
be “or”.

4, On page 15834, second column, the
fourteenth line of §50.30(c) (i) should
read as follows: “shall be retained by the
applicant for distribution in accordance
with thewritten instruc-".

Title 14—Aeronautics and Space

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN-
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION

|Docket No. 76 GL-0; Amdt, 39-25683)

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES

Bellanca Aiveveft Corp.; Bellanca Model
14~19, 17-30, and 17-31 Series Airplanes

There have been instances of wood de-
ferioration in the inboard wing area
on Bellanca Aircraft Corporation air-
planes—Bellanca Model Series 14-19, 17—
30 and 17-31 airplanes, that could result
in reduced structural capability. Since
this condition may exist or develop in
other airplanes of the same type design,
an airworthiness directive is being issued
10 provide wing inspection for wood de-
terioration, installation of additional
wing drain holes, and wing repair if nec-

essary on Bellanca Model Series 14-19,
17-30 and 17-31 airplanes.

Since a situation exists that requires
immediate adoption of this regulation, it
Is found that notice and public procedure
hereon are impracticable and good cause
exists for making this amendment effec-
tive in less than 30 days:

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated to me
by the Administrator (31 FR 13697)
§39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avia-
tion Regulations is amended by adding
the following wmew Alrworthiness
Directive:

FEDERAL

BrLLANCA, Applies to Bellanca Models:
14-19-2, 14-19-3, 14-18-3A, 17-30, 17-
80A, 17-31, 17-31A, 17-31TC and 17-31
ATC certificated in all categories.

Compliance required as indicated.

To detect deterioration in wood wing, ac-
complish Part I and Part II of Bellanca
Airceraft Corporation Service Letter No. 87A
dated April 12, 1976, as follows:

(a) Por airplanes which have been pro-
duced prior to the preceding eleven months
comply with Part I within the next 10 hours
time in service, or within the next 30 days,
whichever occurs first after the effective date
of this Airworthiness Directive, unless al-
ready accomplished,

(b) Comply with Part II not later than
13 months after the effective date of this
AD

(¢) After the initial inspection specified
in (&), comply with Part I at each annual
inspection required by Federal Aviation Reg-
ulations Part 91,

If wood deterioration is detected, repair
must be accomplished in accordance with
FAA Approved Standard Practice AC 43-13-
1A or FAA approved equivalent and/or man-
ufacturer's recommendations prior to fur-
ther flight except that the airplane may be
flown in accordance with FAR 21.197 to a
base where the repair can be performed.

‘The manufacturer’'s Service Letter No.
87A identified and described in this di-
rective is incorporated herein pursuant
to 5 U.8.C. 552(a) (1). All persons af-
fected by this directive who have not
already received the documents from
the manufacturer may obtain copies
upon request from Bellanca Alrcraft Cor-
poration, Box 624, Munieipal Airport,
Alexandria, Minnesota 50308,

These documelits may also be ex-
amined at the office of Reglopal Counsel,
Great Lakes Region, 2300 East Devon
Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois 60018 and
at FAA Headquarters, 800 Independence
Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. A his-
torical file on this AD which includes
the incorporated material m full is main-
tained by the FAA at its headquarters
in Washington, D.C. and at the Great
Lakes Region Engineering and Manufac-
turing Branch, 2300 East Devon Avenue,
Des Plaines, Illinois 60018.

This amendment becomes effective

April 22, 1976.
{Sections 313(a), 601 and 603 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.B.C. 1354 (a), 1421
and 1423) .and of Section 6(c) of the De-
partment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.0,
1656(¢c) ).)

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois on April
13, 1976.

The incorporation by reference provi-
sions in this document was approved by
the Director of the Federal Register on
June 19, 1967.

Joun M, CYROCKI,
Director,
Great Lakes Region.

[FR Doc.76-115486 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am])

[Airspace Docket No. 76-80-13]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
T'g?’l‘.%o AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING

Designation of Transition Area

On February 26, 1976, a Notice of Pro-
posed Rulemaking was published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER (41 F.R. 8391), stating
that the Federal Aviation Administration
was considering an amendment to Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
that would designate the Reidsville, N.C.,
transition area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the rule-
making through the submission of com-
m:lnts. All comments received were favor-
aple.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective 0901 GMT, July 15,
19786, as hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.181 (41 F.R. 440), the following
transition area is added:

RemsviuLe, N.C.

That airspace extending upward from 700

feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile

radius of Shiloh Airport (latitude 36726/10"
N., longitude 79°60'30"" W.). «

(Bec, 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(n)) and of Sec. 6(¢c) of
the Department of Transportation Act (49
US.C. 168565(¢) ).)

wgzsued in Bast Point, Ga., o8 Apwil 6,
F. Broww, Ir.,
Acting Direotor, Southern Region.
[FR D00.76-11278 Filed 4-21-%8;8:45 am|

[Alrspace Docket No. 76-80-12)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
;gﬂ#_lr.gb AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING

Alteration of Transition Area

On February 26, 1976, a Notice of Pro-
posed Rulemaking was published in the
FeDpERAL REGISTER (41 F.R. 8391), stating
that the Federal Aviation Administration
was considering an amendment, to Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
that would alter the Goldsboro, N.C.,
transition area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the rule-
making through the submission of com-
ments., All comments received were
fayvorable.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0901 GMT, July 15,
1976, as hereinafter set forth.
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In §71.181 (41 F.R. 440), the Golds-
boro, N.C., transition area is amended
as follows:

“s = » Jong 77°58°00"° W.)." is deleted and

“s » = long, 77°68'00"" W.); within three
miles each side of the 044° bearing from the
Wayne RBN (lat. 35°27'15” N., long. 77"~
58’26’° W.), extending from the 6.5-mile
radius area to 8.6 miles northeast of the
RBN." is substituted therefor.
(Sec. 307(a) of the Federial Aviation Act of
1958 (40 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and of Bec. 6(c)
of the Department of Transportation Act
(49 U.S.C. 16565(¢c)).)

Issued in East Point, Ga., on April 6,
1976.
F. BrowN, Jr.,
Acting Director, Southern Region.

[FR Doc.76-11279 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am]

|Airspace Docket No. 76-S0-10]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING
POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and
Transition Area

On February 23, 1976, a Notice of Pro-
posed Rulemaking was published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER (41 F.R. 7962), stating
that the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion was considering an amendment to
Part 71 of the Federial Aviation Regula-
tions that would alter the Fort Stewart,
Ga., control zone and transition area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the rule-~
making through the submission of com-
ments. Therdwere no comments received.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0901 GMT, May 20,
1976, as hereinafter set forth,

In §71.171 (41 F.R. 355), the Fort
Stewart, Ga., control zone is amended
to read:

. Forr StEWART, GA.

Within a 5-mile radius of Lyle H, Wright
AAF (latitude 31°5320" N, longitude B1°-
3345’ W.): within 3 miles each side of the
Wright TVOR 059° radial, extending from
the 5-mile radius zone to 8.5 miles north-
east of the TVOR.

In §71.181 (41 F.R. 440), the Fort
Stewart, Ga., transition area is amended
to read:

ForT STEWART, GA.

That airspace extending upwards from
700 feet above the surface within an 8.6-mile
radius of Lyle H. Wright AAF (latitude
31°53'20" N., longlitude 81°33745" W.).
(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1058 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and of Sec. 8(c) of
the Department of Transportation Act (49
U.8.C. 16656(¢c)).)

Issued in East Point, Ga., on April T,
1976.
PHILLIP M. SWATEK,
Director, Southern Region,

[FR Doc.76-11280 Filed 4-21-76;8:46 am]

FEDERAL

RULES AND REGULATIONS

[Alrspace Docket No. 76-S0-35]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
;g?&.%gb AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING

Alteration of Control Zone

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regu-
lations is to alter the Columbus, Miss,,
control zone.

The Columbus control zone is de-
seribed in § 71.171 (41 FR 355) and con-
tains an extension predicated on the
IL.S localizer northwest course and the
LOM. The United States Air Force has
decommissioned the LOM, and it is nec~
essary to alter the description by delet-
ing reference to the LOM. Since this
amendment is minor in nature, notice
and public procedure hereon are unnec-
essary.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0901 GMT, July 15,
1976, as hereinafter set forth.

§ 71.171 [Amended]

In § 71.171 (41 FR 355), the Columbus,
Miss., control zone is amended as
follows:

vs = = 15 miles southeast of the LOM;
* * ' is deleted and “'* * * 5 miles northwest

of the runway end; * * *" is substituted
therefor.

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and of Sec. 6(c)
of the Department of Transporiation Act
(40 U.S.C. 16565(¢c)).)

Issued in East Point, Ga., on April 9,
1976. 2

PuaiLrre M, SWATEK,
Director, Southern Region,

[FR Doc.76-11583 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am|

[Airspace Dockgt No. 76-SW-5]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
;g?'l‘.TLSD AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING

Alteration of Transition Area

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is to alter the El Campo, Tex.,
transition area.

On March 4, 1976 & notice of proposed
rule making was published in the Fep-
£RAL REGISTER (41 FR 9367) stating the
Federal Aviation Administration pro-
posed to alter the El Campo, Tex.,
transition area,

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in.the rule
making through submission of comments.
All comments received were favorable.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0901 GMT, July 15,
1976, as hereinafter set forth.

§ 71.181 [Amended]

In § 71.181 (41 FR 440), the El Campo,
Tex., transition area is amended sas
follows:

El Campo, Tex.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the El Campo Alrpark (latitude 20°16700"*
N., longitude 96°19°30" W.); within a 5-mile
radius of the El Campo Metro Airport (lati-
tude 20°11°'00’" N., longitude 96°18'45"" W.)
and within 3 miles each side of the 184°
bearing from the proposed NDB (latitude
29°10'35"* N., longitude 96°19'11'" W.) ex-
tending from the NDB to 8.5 miles south.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958

(49 U.S.C. 1348); Sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C, 16566(c)).

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on April
13, 1976.
ALBERT H. THURBURN,
Acting Director,
Southwest Region.

[FR Doc.76-11584 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

| Docket No. 12918; Amdt. No, 91-132]

PART 91—GENERAL OPERATING AND
FLIGHT RULES

Radio Equipment for Overwater Operations

The purpose of this amendment to Sub-
part D of Part 91 of the Federal Avia-
tion Regulations is to permit persons sub-
jeet to that subpart to operate an air-
plane in overwater operations with one
HF transmitter and one HF receiver in-
stead of dual HF communications
equipment, when the airplane has two
VHF transmitters and two VHF receivers
for communications.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the mak-
ing of this amendment by Notices of Pro-
posed Rule Making No. 73-20 and No.
73-20A. Notice 73-20 was issued June 19,
1973 (38 FR 17019; June 28, 1973). In it
the FAA recognized that the present re-
quirements of § 91.191(a) with respect to
redundancy of HF radio equipment may
impose an undue burden on the operators
of aircraft that must have such equip-
ment installed to achieve compliance.
The FAA stated its belief that at that
time VHF facilities were so extensive on
all ocean routes, and the gaps in VHF
coverage so small, as to make the likeli-
hood of an HF equipment failure oc-
curring during the absence of VHF cov-
erage very remote.

Accordingly, it was proposed to amend
§91.191 to add an exception in a new
paragraph that would provide that when
both VHF and HF communications
equipment are required for the route and
the airplane has two VHF transmitters
and two VHF receivers for communica-
tions, only one HF transmitter and one
HF receiver is required for communica-
tions.

The FAA recetved 11 public comments
in response to Notice 73-20. Ten of the
commentators expressed approval of the
proposal. The opposing commentator, the
Air Line Pilot Association, noted that all
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of the comments it received from pilots
engaged In extended overwater opera-
tjons were unanimous in their opinion
that VHF facilities are not as extensive
as the FAA believed when the notice was
issued.

In response to this comment, the FAA
reviewed all relevant facts available
with respect to the extent of VHF facility
coverage for overwater routes and the
review indicated that significant changes
had occurred in VHF coverage over those
routes because of changes in the Ocean
Station Vessel (OSV) program sponsored
by the International Civil Aviation Or-
ganization.

Notwithstanding the reduction in
VHF coverage, the FAA believes that
there is sufficient justification for the
proposed change in the radio equipment
requirements for overwater operations.
However, in view of the fact that most
of the comments to Notice 73-20 were
made without an awareness of this re-
duced coverage, the FAA issued a supple-
mental notice of proposed rule making,
Notice 73-20A (40 F.R. 29089; July 10,
1975), to allow for the review of those
comments and the submission of com=-
ments by other interested persons in the
light of this information and the addi-
tional information contained in Notice
73-20A,

The FAA received 32 public comments
in response to Notice 73-20A. All but one
comment favored the adoption of the
proposed amendment. The United States
Coast Guard opposed the relaxing of the
present dual HF communications re-
quirement because HF equipment “pro-
vides the only reliable continuous means
of communication” for transoceanic
flights. It noted the elimination of many
of the Ocean Statlons, and the reduc-
tion In communications requirements
for those remaining. Finally, the Coast
Guard pointed out that “the Navy HF/
DF net is one of the primary means of
obtaining position information on dis-
tressed aircraft.”

The FAA does not agree that the pres-
ent requirement for dual HF equipment
should be retained. This amendment does
not eliminate the requirement for HF
equipment altogether. However, for the
reasons stated in Notice 73-20 as supple-
mented by Notice 73-20A (including the
improved reliability of modern HF
equipment), the FAA believes that the
requirement for dual HF equipment for
persons operating aircraft under Subpart
D of Part 91 is unnecessary and imposes
z;x unreasonable burden on those opera-

Is.

It should be noted that the Air Line
Pilots Association in its comment on
Notice 73-20A stated that the proposed
relief should be given to operators of air-
craft under Part 91. It based its change
of position on the results of the exemp-
tlon which the FAA issued to the Na-
tlonal Business Aircraft Association, Inc.,
on October 20, 1972, granting its mem-
bers relief substantially the same as that
provided by the proposed rule change.
An FAA inquiry into the operations con~
ducted under that exemption, estimated
by NBAA to involve over 1,000 aircraft,
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revealed no indication of HF equipment
malfunctions or any adverse effect on
safety. In addition, many persons com-
menting favorably on Notice 73-20A
noted incident-free operations under the
exemption.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 19568; 49 U.8.C. 1354(a), 1421,
and 1423. Sec. 6(c) of the Department of
Transportation Act: 49 U.S.C. 1655(¢).)

§91.191 [Amended]

In consideration of the foregoing, and
for the reasons stated in Notice No. 73-20
as supplemented by Notice No. 73-20A,
§ 91.191 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is amended, effective May 24, 1976,
by deleting the phrase “paragraph (¢)”
and substituting therefor the phrase
“paragraphs (¢) and (d)” in the lead-in
portion of paragraph (a) and by adding
a new paragraph (d) to read as follows:

§ 91.191 Radio equipment for overwater
operations.
o » - - »

(d) Notwithstanding the provisions of
paragraph (a) of this section, when both
VHF and HF communications equip-
ment are required for the route and the
airplane has two VHF transmitters and
two VHF receivers for communications,
only one HF transmitter and one HF re-
ceiver is required for communications.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April
13, 1976.
J. W. CoCHRAN, ~
Acting Adminisirator.

[FR Doc.76-11547 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

| Docket No. 15581; Amdt, No. 1017]

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

Recent Changes and Additions

This amendment to Part 97 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations incorporates
by reference therein changes and addi-
tions to the Standarc Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures (SIAPs) that were
recently adopted by the Administrator to
promote safety at the airports concerned.

The complete SIAPs for the changes
and additions covered by this amend-
ment are described in FAA Forms 8260-3,
8260-4, or 8260-5 and made a part of the
public rule making dockets of the FAA
in accordance with the procedures set
forth in Amendment No. 97-696 (35 FR
5609).

SIAPs are available for examination at
the Rules Docket and at the National
Flight Data Center, Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, 800 Independence Avenue,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20591. Copies of
SIAPs adopted in a particular region are
also available for examination at the
headquarters of that region. Individual
copies of SIAPs may be purchased from
the FAA Public Information Center,
A1S-230, 800 Independence Avenue, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20591 or from the ap-
plicable IPAA regional office in accord-
ance with the fee schedule prescribed in
49 CFR 17.85. This fee is payable in ad-
vance and may be paid by check, draft,
or postal money order payable to the

16795

Treasurer of the United States. A weekly
transmittal of all SIAP changes and ad-
ditions may be obtained by subscription
at-an annual rate of $150.00 per annum
from the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20402, Additional copies
mailed to the same address may be or-
dered for $30.00 each.

Since a situation exists that requires
immediate adoption of this amendment,
I find that further notice and public
procedure hereon is impracticable and
good cause exists for making it effective
in less than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
97 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended as follows, effectve on the dates
specified:

§97.23 [Amended]

1. Section 97.23 is amended by origi-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing VOR-VOR/DME SIAPs, effective
June 3, 1976.

Waterloo, TA—Waterloo
VOR Rwy 12, Amdt. 4.

Waterloo, ITA—Waterloo
VOR Rwy 18, Amdt, 3.

Waterloo, IA—Waterloo
VOR Rwy 24, Amdt. 11,

Waterloo, TA—Waterloo
VOR Rwy 36, Amadt. 12.

Waterloo, IA—Waterloo Munlicipal
VORTAC Rwy 30, Amadt. 9.

Monroe, LA—Monrce Munecipal Arpt., VOR
Rwy 22, Original.

Cloquet, MN—Cloguet Carlton County Arpt.,
VOR/DME-A, Amdt, 3,

Great Falls, MT—Great Falls Int'l Arpt., VOR
Rwy 3, Amdt, 13.

Great Falls, MT—Great Falls Int'l Arpt,
VOR/DME Rwy. 21, Amdt. 5.

Tonopah, NV—Tonopah Arpt., VOR-A, Amdt,
15

West Lafayette, OH—Tri-City Arpt., VOR-A,
Original.

Klamath Falls, OR—Kingsley Field, VOR-B,
Original.

Klamath Falls, OR—Kingsley Field, VOR
Rwy 82, Amdt. 3, cancelled.

Klamath Falls, OR—Kingsley Field, VORTAC
Rwy 14, Amdt, 4.

Klamath Falls, OR—Kingsley Fleld, VORTAC
Rwy 32, Amdt. 2.

Lebanon, TN—Lebanon Muni. Arpt,, VOR/
DME-A, Amdt. 2.

Junction, TX—Kimble County Arpt. VOR~
A, Amdt. 8.

Monroe, WI—Monroe Muni. Arpt,, VOR/DME
Rwy 29, Amdt, 2.

¢ * * effective April 9, 1976.
Troy, AL—Troy Muni, Arpt., VOR-A, Amdt.
1.

Municipal Arpt,,

Muulclpa! Arpt.,

Municipal Arpt,

Municipal Arpt,

Arpt.,

§97.25 [Amended]

2. Section 97.25 is amended by origi~
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing SDF-LOC-LDA SIAPs, effective
June 3, 1976.

Little Rock, AR-—Adams Field, LOC(BC)
Rwy 22, Amdt, 8.

Waterloo, TA—Waterloo Munl. Arpt., LOC/
DME(BC) Rwy 80, Amdt. 2.

New Orleans, LA—New Orleans Int'l Arpt.
(Moisant), LOC(BC) Rwy 19, Amdt. 2,
Klamath Falls, OR—Kingsley Fleld, LOC/

DME Rwy. 32, Amdt. 2.

¢ * * effective May 6, 1976,

Denver, CO—Stapleton Int'l Arpt., LOC(BC)
Rwy 17R, Amdt. 11.
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Tacoma, WA—Tacoma Industrial Arpt., LOC
Rwy 17, Amdt. 2, cancelled.

* % =+ effective April 9, 1976,

Rockland, ME—EKnox County Regional Arpt,,
LOC Rwy 8, Amdt. 2,

§ 97.27 [Amended]

3. Section 97.27 is amended by origi-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing NDB/ADF SIAPs, effective June 3,
19786.

Little Rock, AR—Adams Field, NDB Rwy 4,
Amadt. 138,

Columbus, IN—OColumbus Bakalar ‘Muni,
Arpt., NDB Rwy 22, Amdt, 4.

Waterloo, IA—Waterloo Muni, Arpt, NDB
Rwy 12, Amdt. 8.

Cloquet, MN—Cloguet Carlton County Arpt,,
NDB Rwy 17, Amdt, 1.

Clogquet, MN—Cloquet Carlton County Arpt.,
NDB Rwy 85, Amdt. 1.

Klamath Falls, OR—Kingsley Field, NDB-A,
Amadt. 3,

Moses Lake, WA—Grant County Arpt., NDB
Rwy 32R, Amdt. 9.

Juneau, WI—Dodge County Arpt., NDB Rwy
2, Amdt. 5.

Juneau, WI—Dodge County Arpt., NDB Rwy
20, Amdt. 3.

Watertown, WI—Watertown Muni,
NDB Rwy 23, Amdt, 1,

* ¢ * effective May 20, 1976.

Troy, AL—Troy Muni. Arpt, NDB Rwy 7,
Amdt, 1.

* * * effective May 6, 1976.

Bloomington, IN—Monrce County Arpt,
NDB Rwy 85, Original,

Tacoma, WA—Tacoma Industrial Arpt., NDB
Rwy 17, Amdt. 8.

* *= ¥ effective April 8, 1976.

Naples, FI—Naples Muni, Arpt, NDB Rwy
04, Amdt, 1,

Naples, FL—Naples Muni. Arpt,, NDB Rwy
22, Amdt. 1.

§97.29 [Amended]

4, Section 97.29 is amended by origi-
nating, amending, or caneeling the fol-
Jowing ILS SIAP, effective June 3, 1976.

Littte Rock, AR—Adams Fleld, ILS Rwy 4,
Amdt. 17.

Corumbus, IN—Columbus Bekalar Muni.
Arpt., 1ILS Rwy 22, Amdt, 1.

Waterloo, IA—Waterloo Muni, Arpt, IIS
Rwy 12, Amdt. 2.

New Orleans, LA—New Orleang Int’l Arxpt,
(Molsant Pield), ILS Rwy 1, Anadt. 3.

Elamath Falls, OR—Kingsley Field, ILS Rwy
92, Amat. 15, :

Moses Lake, WA—Grant County Arpt., ILS
Rwy 32R, Amadt, 11,

* ¢ » effective May 20, 1976.

Troy, AL—Troy Muni. Arpt, IL8 Rwy 7,
Amdt, 1.

* ¢ ¢ effective May 6, 1976,

Denver, CO—Stapleton Int'l Arpt, ILS Rwy
86L, Amdt, 18.

Denver, CO—=Stapleton Int'l Arpt, ILS Rwy
35R, Original.

Bloomington, IN—Monroe County Arpt., ILS
Rwy 85, Original.

PBloomington, IN—Monroe County Arpt,
ILS/DME Rwy 35, Orig, ocancelled.

Dallas, TX—Addison Arpt., ILS Rwy 15,
Original.

Tacoma, WA—Tacomsa Industrial Arpt., ILS
Rwy 17, Original.

* * * effective April 8, 1976,

Arpt.,

FEDERAL
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Miami, FL—Miami Int1 Arpt, IL8 Rwy BR,
Amat, 1,

§97.31 [Amended]

5. Section 97.31 is amended by orig-
inating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing RADAR SIAPs, effective June 8,
1976.

Fort Smith, AR—Fort Smith Muni. Arpt,
RADAR~1, Admt. 2,

Little Rock, AR—Adams Field, RADAR-1,
Amdt. 9.

Corpus Christl, TX—Corpus Christi Intl
Arpt., RADAR~1, Amdt, 4.

* * * effective April 8, 1976,
Troy, AL—Troy Muni. Arpt, RADAR-],
Amdt. 1,

* * * effective April 8, 1976.

Miami, FL—Miami Int1 Arpt, RADAR-1,
Amdt. 16.

§ 97.33 [Amended]

6. Section 97.33 is amended by orig-
inating, amending, or canceling the fol«
lowing RNAV SIAPs, effective June 3,
1976.

Little Rock, AR—Adams Pield, RNAV Rwy
22, Amdt, 4.

Little Rock, AR—Adams Field, RNAV Rwy
35, Amdt. 4.

Columbus, IN—Columbus Bakalar
Arpt., RNAV Rwy 22, Amdt, 2.

Waterloo, TA—Waterloo Muni. Arpt., RNAV
Rwy 6, Amadt. 1.

Spartanburg, SC—Spartanburg Downtown
Memorial Arpt., RNAV Rwy 4, Amdt, 2.

(Secs. 307, 313, 601, 1110, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1438, 1354, 1421, 1510,
and Sec. 6(c) Department of Transportation
Act, 49 U.8.C. 16855(0) .)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April
23, 1976.

Nore: Incorporation by reference provi-

Muni,

* sions in §§ 97.10 and 97.20 approved by the

Director of the Federal Register on May 12,
3060, (396 FR 65610).

Janss M. VINEs,
Chief, Aircraft Programs Division.

[FR Doc.76-11585 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

[Docket No. 16595; Amdt. No. 137-5|
PART 137—AGRICULTURAL AIRCRAFT
OPERATIONS

Clarification of Aircraft Inspection
Requirements

The purpose of this amendment to
part 137 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is to clarify the applicability of the
aireraft inspection requirements of
§ 137.53(c) to the large and turbine-
powered multi-engine civil airplanes of
U.S. registry that are subject to the in-
spection requirements contained in
§ 91.217.

Amendment 91-101 was adopted by the
FAA on July 17, 1972 (37 FR 14758).
That amendment preseribed inspection
requirements in § 91.217 for large and
turbine-powered multiengine civil air-
planes of U.S. registry. The require~
ments apply to those airplanes when they
are used in certain operations, including
agricultural aircraft operations gov-
erned by Part 137. However, the current
provisions of § 187.53(c) do not reflect

the inspection requirements in § 91.217,
and this could lead to misunderstanding
and an unnecessary duplication of in-
spections under § 137.53(¢).

Accordingly, this amendment s be-
ing adopted to clarify the inspection re-
quirements of § 137.53(¢c) applicable to
aircraft which have been inspected in
accordance with the ingpection program
requirements of § 91.217.

Since this amendment is clarifying in

nature and imposes no additional bur-
den on any person, I find that notice and
public procedure are unnecessary and
that good cause exists for making this
amendment effective on less than 30 days
notice,
(Secs. 813(a) and 601 of the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, 49 US.C. 1354(a) and 1421; secc
6(c) of the Department of Transportation
Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(¢).)

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
137 of the Federal Aviatior Regulations
is amended, effective May 24, 1976, by
zla.mending § 137.53(c) (1) to read as fol-
oOWS

§ 137.53 Operation over
areas: pilots and sireraft.

. * L - .

() Aircraft. (1) Each aireraft must—
(i) If it is an aircraft not specified in
subparagraph (ii) of this paragraph,
have had within the preceding 100 hours
of time in service a 100-hour or annual
inspection by a person authorized by Part
65 or 145 of this chapter, or have been
inspected under a progressive inspection
system; and

(ii) If it is a large or turbine-powered
multiengine civil airplane of U.S. regis-
try, have been inspected in accordance
with the applicable inspection program
requirements of § 91.217 of this chapter

» - » - R

Jesued im Washington, D.C,, en April
34, 1976,

congested

J. W, CocHRAN,
Acting Admindstalor.

PR Doc.76-115648 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

Title 16—Commercial Practices

CHAPTER 1I—CONSUMER PRODUCT
SAFETY COMMISSION

PART 1109—PROCEDURAL REGULATIONS
FOR ORAL PRESENTATIONS CONCERN-
ING PROPOSED CONSUMER PRODUCT
SAFETY RULES

Denial of General Motars Suggestion

In the FepeErAL REGISTER of October 14,
1975, the Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission issued regulations (16 CFR Fart
1109) governing the procedure for the
oral presentation of data, views or argu-
ments concerning consumer product
safety rules proposed under section 7(c),
(e) (1), or (f) or section 8 of the Con-
sumer Product Safety Act. The regula-
tlons issued are rules of agency pio-
cedure or practice and, therefore, exempt
from the notice and public procedure
provisions of section 553 of title b of the
United States Code. Nevertheless, the
Commission solicited public comment on
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the regulations. The purpose of this no-
tice Is to respond to the comment re-
ceived on the regulations.

The Commission received one com-
ment on the regulations, from the non-
automotive section of General Motors
Corporation. The comment was in re-
gard to section 1109.4(c) of the regula-
tions which allows the presiding officer at
the proceedings and Commission em-
ployees to question persons making an
oral presentation. GM recommended that
the right to question the person making
an oral presentation not be limited to
just the presiding officer and Commis-
sion representatives, but rather apply to
anyone attending the presentations.

It is the Commission's view that the
opportunity for oral presentations is an
extension of the opportunity for written
comment. The presentations are in-
tended to be informal, nonadversary and
legislative in nature. As such, the Com-~
mission does not believe it is appropriate
to formally provide all persons with the
right to question a person making an
oral presentation. However, it is within
the authority of the presiding officer at
the presentations to make provision
where appropriate for questions from
the audience addressed to a person mak-
ing an oral presentation. s

Accordingly, the Commission has de-
termined not to change the procedures
at this time as requested by the com-
mentor. It will, however, monitor the
operation of the procedures and if in
the future, modifications are considered
appropriate or desirable, including a
specific right to allow interested persons
to question a person making a presenta-
tion, the Commission will amend the
regulations accordingly.

Dated: April 19, 1976.

Sapye E. DUNN,
Secretary, Consumer Product
Safety Commission.

[FR Doc,76-11701 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|]

PART 1602—STATEMENTS OF POLICY OR
INTERPRETATION POLICY ON EXPOR-
TATION OF NONCOMPLYING GOODS;
AMENDMENT

Flammable Fabrics Act Regulations

In this document, the Consumer Prod-
uct Safety Commission amends the Pol-
lcy on Exportation of Noncomplying
Goods Under the Flammable Fabrics Act
(16 CFR Part 1602.2). The Policy was
published as a notice in the FepErAL
RecisTer of October 1, 1975 (40 FR
45219) and was revised and codified in
the FeperaL REGISTER of December 5, 1975
(40 FR 56885) .

The Policy interprets section 15 of the
Flammable Fabrics Act (15 U.S.C. 1191,
1202) and describes the circumstances
under which goods that do not comply
with the Act may be exported from the
United States. This amendment adds a
new section (i) to the Policy, to further

RULES AND REGULATIONS

clarify when domestically manufactured
noncomplying items may be exported
from the United States. In addition, the
Commission amends section (h) of the
Policy to clarify that importers may re-
turn nonconforming imported goods to
the forelgn manufacturer for reworking
only if the Commission allows such
action.

Since this document involves a state-
ment of policy, notice and public com-
ment are not required by the Adminis-
trative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553(b)).
Therefore, section 1602.2 of Chapter II
of title 16 Code of Federal Regulations is
amended as follows to amend section (h)
and to add a paragraph (i) :

§1602.2 [Amended]

(h) In any enforcement action taken
by this Commission, the person who
markets or handles nonconforming goods
shall not be allowed to export domesti-
cally made goods unless the intent to ex-
port them was previously manifested at
the time of manufacture nor shall a per-
son be allowed to export foreign made
noncomplying goods which were im-
ported into the United States, unless the
intent to export them was previously
manifested at the time of the original
importation. The Commission may in
certain instances allow persons subject
to the act the opportunity to re-work the
violative goods in order to bring them
into conformity with the applicable
standard of flammability and the Flam-
mable Fabries Act. In some instances the
Commission may permit an imiporter to
return nonconforming imported goods to
the foreign manufacturer to be re-
worked to bring them into conformity
with the applicable standard and the act.
Otherwise, nonconforming goods shall be
destroyed.

(1) In any enforcement action taken
by this Commission, the person who
domestically manufactures nonconform-
ing goods shall not be allowed to export
any production unit or lot of such goods
once any portion of the production unit
or lot has been shipped from the manu-
facturer's premises without bearing a
stamp or label stating that such fabric,
related material, or product is intended
for export to other than an installation
of the United States. However, the Com-
mission does not interpret this policy in
such a way as to prevent a manufacturer
from exporting noncomplying goods that
the manufacturer discovers to be non-
complying before any of the items in the
production unit or lot leave the manu-
facturer’s premises.

(Secs. 3, 5, 67 Stat, 111-112, 115, as amended
81 Stat. 568-5669, 574; 15 U.8.C. 1192, 1202.)

Saoye E. Dunn,
Secretary, Consumer Product
Safety Commission,

Dated: April 19, 1976.
[FR D0¢.76-11700 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]
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Title 21—Food and Drugs

CHAPTER I-—FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS-
TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

[Docket No. 76F—0074]
PART 121-—FOOD ADDITIVES
Food Additives, Synthetic Fatty Alcohols

The Food and Drug Administration is
amending: (1) § 121.1238 Syathetic fatty
alcohols (21 CFR 121.1238 in Subpart D)
to provide for a modification of the proc-
ess described therein for the manufac-
ture of synthetic hexyl, octyl, and decyl
alcohols intended for use in food and in
the synthesis of food components, and to
make editorial changes to clarify the
description of the current process; and
(2) §121.2616 Synthetic fatty alcohols
(21 CFR 121.2616 in Subpart F) in the
same manner as in item (1) above, by
its cross-reference to § 121.1238, in the
manufacture of synthetic fatty alcohols
intended for food-contact use; to allow
for a total diol content limitation of 0.8
weight percent on synthetic fatty al-
cohols intended for certain food-contact
applications; and to provide for, in addi-
tion to the cross-referenced alcohols,
synthetic lauryl, myristyl, cetyl, and
stearyl alcohols manufactured by the
modified process for such applications.
This amendment is effective April 22,
1976; objections by May 24, 1976.

Notice was given by publication in the
FEDpERAL REGISTER of March 18, 1972 (37
FR 5516) that a food additive petition
(FAP 2L2771) had been filed by the
Ethyl Corp., 1700 Peridido 8t., New Or-
leans, LA 70012, ‘proposing: (1) That
§ 121.1238, which specifies the conditions
under which synthetic fatty alcohols
may be safely used in food and in the
synthesis of food components, be
amended by deleting the provision that
requires using the specified hydrocarbon
solvent in the manufacture of these al-
cohols; and (2) that § 121.2618, which
specifies the conditions under which syn-
thetic fatty alcohols may be safely used
as components of articles intended for
use in contact with food and in syn-
thesizing food additives and other sub-
stances permitted for use as components
of articles intended for use in contact
with food, be amended by deleting the
provision that requires using the speci-
fied hydrocarbon solvent in the manu-
facture of these alcohols and by deleting
the diol content limitation on these
alcohols.

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs,
having evaluated data in the petition and
other relevant material, concludes that:
(1) §§121.1238 and 121.2616, should be
amended to provide for the use of syn-
thetic hexyl, octyl, and decyl alcohols
manufactured by a modification of the
process described therein in which an
external coolant is used in lieu of the
hydrocarbon solvent, and wherein a hy-
drogenation step is incorporated in the
process; (2) the total diol content lim-
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ftation is not to be deleted, but the level
is increased for synthetic fatty alcohols
intended for use in certain food-contact
applications; and (3) synthetic lauryl,
myristyl, cetyl, and stearyl alcohols man-
ufactured by the modified process, in
addition to the -cross-referenced al-
cohols, may be used for such limited
food-contact applications, as set forth
below.

For clarification, the Commissioner
further concludes that editorial changes
should be made in § 121.1238 to describe
more clearly the current manufacturing
process, by including the hydrolysis step
that is necessary in obtaining the syn-
thetic fatty alcohols, and by identifying
“distillation” more accurately as frac-
tional distillation.

Therefore, under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409(e) (1),
72 Stat. 1786 (21 U.S.C. 348(¢c) (1)) ) and
under authority delegated to the Com-
missioner (21 CFR 2.120), Part 121 is
amended as follows:

1. Section 121.1238 in Subpart D is
amended by revising paragraph (a) and
the introductory text of paragraph (b)
to read as follows:

§121.1238 Symthetic fatty aleohols.

(a) The food additive consisie of any
one of the following fatty aleohols:

(1) Hexyl, octyl, deeyl, lauryl, myristyi,
eetyl, and stearyl; manufactured by frae-
tional distillation of alcohols obtained
by a sequence of oxidation and hydrol-
ysis of organo-aluminums generated by
the controlled reaction of low molecular
weight trialkylaluminum with purified
ethylene (minimum 99 percent by vol-
ume C.H,), and utilizing the hydrocarbon
solvent as defined in paragraph (b) of
this section, such that:

(1) Hexyl, octyl, decyl, lauryl, and my-
ristyl alcohols contain not less than 99
percent of total alcohols and not less
than 96 percent of straight chain al-
cohols. Any nonalcoholic impurities are
primarily paraffins.

(1i) Cetyl and stearyl alcohols con-
tain not less than 98 percent of total
alcohols and not less than 94 percent of
straight chain alcohols, Any nonalco-
holic impurities are primarily paraffins.

(1ii) The synthetic fatty alcohols con-
tain no more than 0.1 weight percent of
total diols as determined by & method
available upon request from the Com-
missioner of Food and Drugs.

(2) Hexyl, octyl, and decyl; manufac~
tured by fractional distillation of alco-
hols obtained by a sequence of oxidation,
hydrolysis, and catalytic hydrogenation
(catalyst consists of copper, chromium,
and nickel) of organo-aluminums gen-
erated by the controlled reaction of low
molecular weight trialkylaluminum with
purified ethylene (minimum 89 percent
by volume C.H.), and utilizing an exter-
mal coolant such that these alcohols
meet the specifications prescribed in
paragraph (a)(1) ) and (a) (1) (iii) of
this section.

(b) The hydrocarbon solvent used in

the process described in paragraph (a)
.(1) of this section is a mixture of liquid
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hydrocarbons essentially paraffinic in
nature, derived from petroleum and re-
fined to meet the specifications deseribed
in paragraph (b) (1) of this section when
subjected to the procedures described in
paragraph (b) (2) and (3) of this section.

* ¢ - - A

2. Section 121.2616 in Subpart F is re-
vised to read as follows:

8 121.2616 Synthetic fatty alcohols,

Synthetic fatty alcohols may he safely
used as components of articles intended
for use in contact with food, and in syn-
thesizing food additives and other sub-
stances permitted for use as components
of articles intended for use in contact
with food in accordance with the follow-
ing prescribed conditions:

(a) The food additive consists of fatty
alcohols meeting the specifications and
definition preseribed in § 121.1238, ex-
cept as provided in paragraph (¢) of this
section.

(b) It is used or intended for use as
follows:

(1) As substitutes for the correspond-
ing naturally derived fatty alcohols per-

‘mitted for use as components of articles
intended for use in eontact with food by
existing regulations in this Subpart F:
Provided, That the use is in compliance
with any prescribed lmitations,

(2) As substitutes for the correspond-
ing naturally derived fotty aleohols used
as intermediates in the synthesis of food
additives and other substances permitted
for use as components of food-contact
articles. -

(¢) Synthetic fatty alcohols identified
in paragraph (e¢) (1) of this section may
contain not more than 0.8 weight percent
of total diols as determined by & method
available upon request from the Com-
missioner of Food and Drugs, when used
as prescribed in paragraph (¢) (2) of this
section.

(1) Synthetic fatty alcohols: (1) Hexyl,
octyl, decyl, lauryl, myristyl, cetyl, and
stearyl alcohols meeting the specifica~
tions and definition preseribed in § 121.-
1238, except that they may contain not
more than 0.8 weight percent total diols,

(ii) Lauryl, myristyl, cetyl, and stearyl
alcohols manufactured by the process de-
seribed in § 121.1238(a) (2) such that
lauryl and myristyl alcohols meet the
specifications in § 121.1238(a) (1) (1), and
cetyl and stearyl alcohols meet the speci-
flecations in § 121.1238(a) (1) (i),

(2) Conditions of use: (i) Synthetie
fatty alcohols as substitutes for the cor-
responding naturally derived fatty al-
cohols permitted for use in compliance
with § 121.2531.

(ii) Synthetic lauryl alcohol as a sub=-
stitute for the naturally derived lauryl
alcohol permitted as an intermediate in
the synthesis of sodium lauryl sulfaie
used in compliance with § 121.2541.

Any person who will be adversely af-
fected by the foregoing regulation may
at any time on or before May 24, 1876,
flle with the Hearing Clerk, Food and
Drug Administration, Rm. 4-65, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, writ-
ten objections thereto, Objections shall

show wherein the person filing will be ad-
versely affected by the regulation, specify
with particularity the provisions of the
regulation deemed objectionable, and
state the grounds for the objections, If
a hearing is requested, the objections
shall state the issues for the hearing.
shall be supported by grounds factually
and legally sufficient to justify the relief
sought, and shall include a detailed de-
seription and analysis of the factual in-
formation intended to bhe presented in
support of the objections in the event
that a hearing is held. Six copies of all
documents shall be filed and should be
identified with the Hearing Clerk docket
number found in brackets in the heading
of this regulation. Received objection:
may be seen in the above office during
working hours, Monday through Friday.

Effective date. This regulation shall
become effective April 22, 1976.
(Sec. 409(¢) (1), 72 Stat. 1786 (21 U.8.C. 848
(e)(1)))
Dated: April 16, 1976.
SaM D, FInE,

Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

| FR Doe. 7611008 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

Title 33—Navigation and Navigable Waters

CHAPTER |—COAST GUARD,
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

[CGD 76 070}

PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE OPERATION
REGULATIONS

Harvey Canal, La.

This amendment changes the regula-
tions for the Missouri Pacific-Texas
Pacific railroad bridge across the Harvey
Canal, mile 0.2, to require that the draw
open on signal. The requirement for more
stringent regulations that went into ef-
fect November 15, 1974, published in the
FeperAL RecisTER dated November 14
1974 (39 F.R. 40156), no longer exisis
As this action is beneficial to navigation,
it may become effective in less than 30
days. Accordingly, Part 117 of Title 33
of the Code of Federal Regulations is
amended by revoking § 117.536.

8§ 117,536 [Revoked]
(Sec. 5, 28 Stat. 362, as amended, sec. 6(g) (2)
80 Stat. 937; 33 U.8.C. 409, 40 US.C. 1666(g)
(2): 49 CFR 146(c)(5), 83 CFR 1.05-1(c)
(4)).
Efféctive date. This revision shall be-
come effective on May 2, 1976.
Dated: April 14, 1976.
D. J. RiLEY,
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Act-
ing Chief, Office of Marine
Environment and Systems.
|FR Do0.76-11681 Piled 4-21-76;8:45 am)

[CGD 8-75-1-T]
PART 127—SECURITY ZONES
Termination
The security zone at Corpus Christ,

Texas established August 4, 1975 by the
Captain of the Port of Corpus Christl,
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Texas as published on August 13, 1975
(40 FR 33972) was terminated on March,
10, 1876.

In consideration of the foregoing Part
127 of Title 33 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is amended by revoking
§ 127.801.

§ 127.801 [Revoked]

(50 U.S.C. 191; 49 US.C. 16565(b); E.O, 10173,
E.O. 10277, E.O. 10352, E.O. 11249; 3 CFR,
1940-1953 Comp. 858, 778, 873, 3 CFR, 1964—
1066 Comp, 849, 33 CFR Part 6, 49 CFR 1.46
(b)) i

Effective date: This amendment was
effective on March 10, 1976.

Dated: March 10, 1976.

JoEN E. DE CARTERET,
Commander, U.S. Coast Guard,
Captain o/ the Port, Corpus
Christi, Texas.

{FR Doc.76-11676 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[CGD 75-194]
PART 148—GENERAL
Site Evaluation Requirements

Purpose. This amendment to the gen-
eral procedural regulations in Part 148
concerning content, submission, and re-
view of deepwater port license applica-
tions adds rules governing activities in-
volved in site evaluation and precon-
struction testing at potential offshore oll
port locations and related onshore ter-
minal facilities. The amendment requires
individuals who wish to perform any fu-
ture deepwater port site evaluation and
testing work to give the Coast Guard
advance notice of the location, nature,
probable imoacts, and duration of such
activities. Further, this amendment es-
tablishes site evaluation reporting re-
quirements and provides a regulatory
mechanism whereby the Commandant
may prohibit, condition, and order the
suspension or termination of activities
that are inconsistent with the purposes
of the Deepwater Port Act of 1974 (the
Act) (88 Stat, 2126 (33 U.S.C. 1501) ).

The requirement to give the Coast
Guard notice before commencing any
site evaluation work was first proposed
in a document which appeared in the
May 7, 1975 FEDERAL REGISTER (40 FR
19956), That prorosal advocated a con-
cept of imposing minimum requirements
on persons desiring to perform deepwater
port site evaluation work, as an interim
measure, to be replaced in the future by
more comprehensive requirements, as ex-
berience was gained in the nature of U.S.
deepwater port site evaluation activities
and attendant impacts. This concept
was not favorably received as evidenced
by public comments received on the pro-
bosal. Commentators concluded that to
only require advance notice of the loca~
tion and nature of site evaluations and
breconstruction testing without prescrib-
ing procedures detailing specific control
measures offered no assurance that such
activities would be formed in a manner
consistent with the Act. The Coast.

Guard agreed and developed a more com-
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prehensive second proposal to govern site
evaluation activities that included a prior
approval requirement in accordance with
a specific application and approval proc-
ess, and provisions governing suspen-
sion, revocation or cancellation of site
evaluation authorizations granted.

The second, expanded proposal ap-
peared in the FEpErRAL REGISTER issue of
10 November 1975 (40 FR 52581). Due
consideration has been given to all com-
ments received in response to this notice,
and the original notice, insofar as they
relate to the scope of this rulemaking ac-
tion. Except as discussed below, this
amendment and the reasons therefor are
the same as proposed for public consid-
eration.

One commentator recommended that
the requirements proposed in §§ 148.503
and 148.505 for obhtaining Coast Guard
approval prior to conducting site evalu-
ation work should be eliminated. This
recommendation was predicated upon the
fact that while during development of
the deepwater port legislation, earlier
versions of the Act contained a require-
ment for obtaining prior approval of
certain types of site evaluation activities
from the Secretary of Transportation,
the provision was expressly dronped from
the final legislation. Therefore, estab-
lishing implementing regulations to gov-
ern site evaluations that involved the
prior approval process contemplated in
the second proposal would be incon-
sistent with the Act. After further study
of the legislative history of the Act, the
Coast Guard agrees that the proposed
application for and issuance of specific
authorization requirements are inappro-
priate.

In eliminating the proposed prior ap-
plication and authorization require-
ments for deepwater port site evaluation
work, the Coast Guard must compromise
with the originally proposed concept of
requiring persons to give advance notice
of the location and nature of site evalu-
ations, in order to assure a means by
which it can keep abreast of site evalu-
ation activities. Therefore, this amend-
ment substitutes the “prior notice” pro-
visions originally proposed, for the
“prior approval” requirements in the
second proposal, The advance notifica-
tion thus enables the Coast Guard to be
cognizant of and prepared to monitor
and assure that the work will not—(1)
adversely affect the environment: (2)
interfere with authorized uses of the
Outer Continental Shelf; or (3) pose a
threat to human health and welfare.

There were no objections received on
the originally proposed prior notice re-~
quirement; only that the concept was in=
adequate in scope and content with re-
spect to measures for assuring control
over site evaluation work that could ad-
versely affect the environment. The sec~
ond proposal added these measures. Sub-
stituting the “prior notice” provision in
the final amendment required changes in
section headings and content, primarily
editorial in nature, to the proposed
§§ 148.503 through 148.509, to replace the
references to “application and author-
ization.”

16799

Several commentators objected to the
60 day review period requirement in pro-
posed section 148.503(a) that the Coast
Guard considered as a minimum time re-
quired to process an application for a
site-evaluation authorization. They ar-
gued that the length of this period cre-
ated undue delay and expense because of
scheduling and seasonal constraints on
offshore work. Since this section no long-
er requires application for approval of
site evaluation work but only advance
notification, the 60 day requirement is
no longer necessary. Paragraph (a) of
§ 148,503 now requires 10 days notice
before commencing any site evaluation
activities contemplated. However, inter-
ested persons are cautioned that as the
shorter nétification time may tend to
firm up scheduling and commitments
for site evaluation activities, the risks
and costs to the sponsor become much
greater should the Commandant have
to invoke the controls in § 148.509, if he
finds the work to be inconsistent with the
Act. To minimize these risks, persons
desiring to perform site evaluation work
are encouraged to voluntarily give the
Coast Guard the opportunity to review
contemplated work early in the plan-
ning stages, before alternatives are dis-
carded and firm commitments made.

One commentator expressed the view
that in order to obtain the environ-
mental, archeological and other data re-
quired by § 148.503(b) (6) (7) it may be
necessary to conduct a certain amount
of site evaluation work. This comment
implied some field work might be neces-
sary before applying for a site evaluation
authorization (now before notifying the
Coast Guard). It was not intended that
persons desiring to perform site evalu-
ations conduct preliminary field work of
a site evaluation or preconstruction test-
ing nature. The intent was to reauire
the information only insofar as it is
avallable without field studies. The in-
formation could be compiled through
research of existing environmental data
on the areas proposed for site evaluation
work, review of local records, by consult-
ing the Natlional Register of Historic
Places and State and local officials con-
cerned with historical preservation and
other environmental matters, etc. To
clarify this intent, several minor changes
have been made to the rules proposed in
§ 148.503(b) (6) (7).

In order to ensure that site evaluation
work is in compliance with the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and
varlous implementing orders and regu-
lations, one commentator recommended
that the proposed § 148.503(b) (7) be ex-
panded fo require persons desiring to
perform site evaluations to provide addi-
tional detailed documentation concern-
ing impact of proposed work on historic
preservation factors. This recommenda-
tion was not adopted because the final
responsibility for compliance with the
National Historic Preservation Act of
1966 and its implementing directives
rests with the Federal agency involved
and not individuals or companies who
wish to do the work. Upon notification
and in reviewing planned site evaluation
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work, both onshore and offshore, if the
Coast Guard determines from the infor-
mation provided by §§ 148.503(b) (D)
and 148,507(b) (4) that the possibility
exists that the work will affect the na-
tion’s historical resources, documenta-
tion of the facts will be prepared through
§ 148.503(d) and (e), and established
agency internal procedures for comply-
ing with the National Historic Preserva-
tion Act of 1966 and its implementing
guidelines. As required, the appropriate
remedies in § 148.509 would be instituted
to protect historical resources.

One recommendation was received to
change the proposed § 148.505(c) (1) by
adding the words “including cultural or
historical resources,” to ensure that
these factors are not overlooked in Coast
Guard consideration of site evaluation
activities. This recommendation was
also not adopted, for essentially the same
reasons as discussed in the immediately
preceeding paragraph.

Several respondents commented gen-
erally concerning the scope of applica-
bility of the site evaluation regulations
proposed in Subpart E of Part 148, as
opposed to the scope intended by the
Act. Specifically, concern was expressed
that the proposed § 148,505(e) listed
only activities having little potential for
damaging the envircnment, or adversely
affecting human health and welfare, and
did not identify and regulate, as required
by the Act, only those activities with
potential for adverse impact. In the con-
text of the proposal, the views expressed
are eorrect.

The listed activities are those expected
to be the most frequemtly employed
types of site evaluation work. Further,
the types listed are not generally con-
sidered environmentally harmful. It was
not intended that the listed activities be
regulated in the true sense, but rather if
employed, there would usually be no
reason for imposing strict controls over
them. It remains the Coast Guard's in-
tention in the future, if the need arises,
to specifically identify and regulate in
this subpart, those activities that may
have adverse impacts.

However, until further experience is
gained in U.S. deepwater port site evalu-
ation matters, to permit the responsible
prescription of site evaluation regula-
tions of general applicability, the Coast
Guard will closely scrutinize all work
differing from the types listed, and regu-
late specifically on a case by case basis,
as required, each contemplated activity,
through prudent use of the controls in
§ 148.509.

Since the requirement in proposed
§ 148.505(d) for notifying the Coast
Guard before commencing site evalua-
tion is now contained in § 148.503(a), it
has been deleted from § 148.505, The
types of activities listed in proposed
§ 148.505(e) are now contained in § 148.-
b03(c).

In response to one comment that
pointed out that the 30 day requirement
in proposed § 148.507(¢) was an unrea-
sonably short time to prepare and sub-
mit final detailed reports on site evalua-
tion activities performed, the section has
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been rewritten to require only a pre-
liminary report within 30 days with the
final detailed report to be submitted
within 120 days.

Several commentators questioned the
meaning of the term “studies” appearing
in the proposed § 148.507(¢c) (5) and sug-
gested the requirement be rewritten for
clarity, The Coast Guard agrees that the
term “studies’ was a poor choice of lan-
guage in drafting this requirement. It was
intended that the written report include
any date on the historical or archeolog-
ical significance of the area “studied”,
i.e.,, the area where the site evaluation
activity was conducted. This require-
ment has been rewritten for clarity.

Two commentators expressed concern
that the proposed site evaluation regula-
tions are silent concerning prospective
applicability or effect on any site evalua-
tion work already conducted. This
amendment is not retroactive. The Coast
Guard will not invalidate any U.S. deep-
water port site evaluation and precon-
struction testing work performed before
the effective date of this amendment.
This amendment is only applicable to
work conducted on and after the effec-
tive date.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
148 of Title 33, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, is amended by adding a new Sub-
part E, as follows:

Subpart E—Site Evaluation
Sec.
148,501 Purpose.
148.503 Notice of proposed site evaluation
activities.
Genesal conditions of performance.

Reports,
Suspension snd prohibition of ae-
tivities,

Avraoriry: Sec. 5(b), 88 Stat. 2131 (38
U.8.C. 1504(b) ); 49 CFR 1.46.

Subpart E—Site Evaluation
§ 148.501 Purpose.

(a) This subpart prescribes require-
ments for site evaluation and precon-
struction testing at potential deepwater
port locations.

(b) For the purpose of this subpart,
“site evaluation and preconstruction
testing” means all fleld studies per~
formed at potential deepwater port lo-
cations, including—

(1) preliminary studies to determine
site feasibility;

(2) detailed studies of the topographic
and geologic structure of the ocean bot-
tom to determine its ability to support
oﬂ‘cslhore structures and appurtenances;
an

(3) studies involved with the prepara~-
tion of the environmental analysis re-
quired under § 148.109(t).

§ 148.503 Notice of proposed site evalu-
ation activities.

(a) Any person desiring to conduct site
evaluation and preconstruction testing
at potential deepwater port sites must
submit a written notice to the Comman-
dant (G-W), U.8. Coast Guard, Wash-
ington, DC 20590, at least 10 days before
the commencement of any activities,

148.505
148.507
148.509
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(b) The written notice of proposed site
evaluations and preconstruction testing
at potential deepwater port locations
must include the following:

(1) The identification of persons or
agencies participating in the proposed
activities.

(2) The type of activities and the
‘manner in which they will be conducted.

(3) Chartlets showing the location
where the proposed activities are to be
conducted and locations of all offshore
structures, including pipelines and cables,
in or near the area of proposed activity.
o (4) The specific purpose of the activi-

es.

(5) The dates on which the activities
will be commenced and completed.

(6) Available environmental data on
the environmental consequences of the
activities. <

(7) A preliminary report, based on
existing data, of the historic and archeo-
logical significance of the area where the
proposed activities are to take place, in-
cluding a report of each contact made
with any appropriate State liaison officer
for historic preservation.

(¢) For the activities listed below, be-
cause they are not usually harmful to
the environment, the notice need con-
tain only the information required in
subparagraphs (b) (1), (2), and (5) of
this section, as well as a general indica-
tion of the proposed location and pur-
pose of the activities:

(1) Gravity and magnetometric meas-
urements.

(2) Bottom and sub-bottom acoustie
profiling without the use of explosives.

(3) Sediment sampling of a limited
nature using either core or grab sam-
plers if geological profiles indicate no dis-
continuities that may have archeological
significance.

(4) Water and biotic sampling, if the
sampling does not adversely affect shell-
fish beds, marine mammals, or an en-
dangered species, or if permitted by an-
other Federal agency.

(5) Meterological measurements, in-
cluding the setting of instruments.

(6) Hydrographic and oceanographic
measurements, including the setting of
instruments.

(7) Small diameter core sampling to
determine foundation conditions.

(d) The Coast Guard advises and co-
ordinates with appropriate Federal agen-
cles and States concerning activities
under this subpart.

(e) If necessary, the Coast Guard re-
quires additional information in individ-
ual cases.

§ 148.505 General conditions of per-
formance.

(a) No person may conduct activities
to which this subpart applies except in
compliance with the regulations in this
subpart and all other applicable laws and
regulations.

(b) A separate written notice is re-
quired for each site. "

(¢) Measures must be taken to pre-
vent or minimize the effect of those ac-
tivities that may—
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(1) adversely affect the environment;

(2) interfere with authorized uses of
the Outer Continental Shelf or naviga-
ble waters; or

(3) pose a threat to human health and
welfare.

§ 148.507 Reports.

Each person conducting site evalua-
tion and preconstruction testing at po-
tential deepwater port locations shall—

(a) notify the Coast Guard of any evi-
dence of objects of cultural, historical,
or archeological significance immediately
upon their discovery;

(b) notify the Coast Guard immedi-
ately of any—

(1) adverse effects on the environ-
ment;

(2) interference with authorized uses
of the Outer Continental Shelf;

(3) threat to human health and wel-
fare; and

(4) adverse effects on any site, struc-
ture, or object of potential historical or
archeological significance; and

(¢) submit a preliminary written re-
port to the Coast Guard within 30 days
after the completion of activity that con-
tains, as reasonably available at that
time—

(1) a narrdtive description of the ac-
tivities performed;

(2) charts, maps, or plats for the area
where the activities were conducted and
referencing the narrative description re-
quired in paragraph (c¢) (1) of this sec-
tion;

(3) the dates on which the activities
were performed;

(4) information on any adverse ef-
fects on the environment, other uses of
the area where the activities were con-
ducted, human health or welfare, or any
site, structure, or object of potential his-
torical or archeological significance;

(5) data on the historical or archeo-
logical significance of the area where the
activities were conducted, including the
report of an underwater archeologist, if
physical data indicate the need for such
expertise as related to the activities un-
dertaken; and

(6) any additional information that
ma.;' be required by the Coast Guard;
anc

(d) submit to the Coast Guard within
120 days after the completion of activity
a final detailed report that contains all
the data required in paragraph (c) of this
section that was not- included in the
preliminary report.

§ ”8.5(?9_ _ Suspension and prohibition of
activilies,

(a) The Commandant may order,
eliher in writing or orally with written
confirmation, the immediate suspension,
for a period not to exceed 30 days,
of any site evaluation activity when, in
his judgment, such activity threatens
Immediate, serious, and irreparable harm
Yo human life, biota, property, cultural
resources, any valuable mineral deposits,
or the environment, During any sus-
pension the Coast Guard will consult
with the sponsor of the activity sus-
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pended concerning appropriate meas-
ures to remove the cause for suspension.
A suspension may be rescinded at any
time upon presentation of satisfactory
assurance by the sponsor that the activ-
ity no longer adversely threatens the
quality of the human environment.

(b) The Commandant may prohibit
those activities that—

(1) are suspended under paragraph
(a) of this section, if the cause for sus-
pension is not or cannot be removed;

(2) threaten immediate, serious, and
irreparable harm to life, including biota,
property, cultural resources, any valua-
able mineral deposits, or the environ-
ment;

(3) viclate the requirements of this
subpart; or

(4) are otherwise inconsistent with the
purposes of the Act.

(Sec. 6(b), 88 Stat. 2131 (33 U.S.C. 1504
(b)); 49 CFR 1.46.)

Effective date. This amendment to Part
148 becomes effective on May 24, 1976.

Dated: April 19, 1976.

O. W. SILER,
Admiral,
U.S. Coast Guard Commandant.

[FR Doc.78-11677 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

Title 41—Public Contracts and Property
Management

CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS
[FPMR Amendment E-186]

PART 101-32—GOVERNMENT-WIDE AU-

TgethTED DATA MANAGEMENT SERV-

Magnetic Tape Storage

This amendment prescribes that all
encoded data on magnetic tapes be stored
in acceptable environmental conditions
for proper storage, preservation, and
maintenance of these tapes. This amend-
ment also sets standards for long-term
retention of tape files to prevent loss of
valuable information stored on the tapes.

The table of contents for Part 101-32
is amended by adding the following
entry:

101-32.1207 Maintenance of tape files.
Subpart 101-32.12—Care and Handling of
Magnetic Computer Tape

1, Section 101-32.1205(b) is revised to
read as follows:

§ 101-32.1205 Care and handling of
magnetic computer tape.

(b) The environment in which tape
is used or stored shall always be as clean
as possible because friction between tape
and gulde surfaces on the tape drives
creates an electrostatic charge which at-
tracts airborne particles to the tape. Par-
ticles of only 0.00046 inch in size can
cause a tape error. Therefore, the elimi-
nation of dust, lint, or other foreign
matter from equipment in tape libraries,
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tape storage areas, and tape rehabilita-
tion areas is necessary for efficient oper-
ation. The cleanliness of equipment,
floors, and contiguous areas, and the con-
trol of temperature and humidity within
tolerances prescribed by tape equipment
manufacturers are essential. In addition
to the computer room environmental con-
trol procedures provided in § 101-32.704,
the following safeguards shall be
observed:

(1) Traffic in and out of tape libraries,
tape storage areas, and tape rehabilita-
tion areas shall be kept to a minimum.
Smoking, eating, and drinking in such
areas shall be prohibited.

(2) Tape libraries, tape storage areas,
and tape rehabilitation areas shall be
maintained as free from dust as possible.
Air-conditioner filters should be of a type
approved by competent authority; e.g.,
Underwriters Laboratories, for use with
tape systems and checked frequently,
particularly if an excessive buildup of
dust appears on equipment or is other-
wise evident. Particular attention shall
be given to fiberglass filters since they
often fail to prevent the penetration of
fine silts and tend to broadcast particles
of fiberglass which may be attracted to
the tape. For replacement of filters or
assistance in dust control, the GSA build-
ings manager, or other official controlling
or operating the building, shall be con-
tacted.

2. Section 101-32.1207 is added as
follows:

§ 101-32.1207 Maintenance of 1ape
files.

To prevent the loss of valuable infor-
mation recorded on computer magnetic
tape, in addition to the other stipula-
tions of this Subpart 101-32.12, the fol-
lowing standards shall apply to the main-
tenance of tape files that are scheduled
for long-term retention:

(a) Tapes shall be tested and certified
within at most 6 months before they are
used to record information for long-term
retention.

(b) When tapes are written, they shall
be verified as error free.

(¢) For tapes in inactive storage, a 3
percent statistical sample of all reels of
archivally valuable tape files shall be
read annually to identify any loss of data
and to discover its causes. Measures shall
be taken to eliminate the causes of er-
rors. Tapes with 10 or more errors shall
be replaced and, when possible, lost data
shall be restored.

(d) For tapes in active use, whenever
10 or more errors occur within a reel,
the tape shall be examined to determine
the causes of the errors. When the er-
rors are due to permanent tape damage,
the file shall be transferred to certified
tape. When the errors are correctable,
appropriate measures such as cleaning
and rewinding under programed tension
shall be applied. \

(e) To prevent loss of information
due to changing technology or to the
aging of the storage medium, when ap-
propriate, files shall be rewritten and/or

22, 1976
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transferred to another machine-sensible
medium.

(Sec. 205(c), £3 Stat, 390; (40 US.C. 486(c)))

Effective date. This regulation is ef-
fective April 22, 1976,

Dated: April 9, 1976,

JACK ECKERD,
Administrator of General Services.

[FR Doc.76-115699 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am|

[FPMR Amendment F-25]
PART 101-35—TELECOMMUNICATIONS

Data, Facsimile, and Record Telecommuni-
cations Services and Facilities Inventory

Government agencies have recently
recognized the need for an up-to-date in-
ventory of Government local and inter-
city data, facsimile, and record telecom-
munications circuits and equipment. In
response to this need GSA is establish-
ing the Communications Management
Information System (C/MIS) to pro-
vide an automated data base for such an
inventory. The inventory is to be estab-
lished by a report which executive agen-
cies shall submit to GSA not later than
6 months after the effective date of this
amendment, using GSA Forms 2936,
2936-A, 2936-B, 2936-C, and 2936-D, as
applicable and shall include all local and
intercity data, faccimile, and record tele-
communications facilities installed
through the effective date of this amend-
ment. The initial inventory report and
the FPMR 101-35 telecommunications
procurement approval procedures are re-
quired for both mission area and non-
mission area grouns operated by execu-
tive agencies except as provided in FPMR.
101-35.102. The difference between mis-
gion area and non-mission area groups
is defined in Office of Telecommunica-
tions Policy (OTP) Circular No. 12.

Specific information concerning ini-
tial inventorv submissions may be ob-
tained from the General Services Admin-
istration (CPM), Washington, DC 20405.
The initial inventory report has been
cleared with NARS in accordance with
FPMR 101-11.11 and has been assiened
Interazencv Reports Control No. 0074-
GSA-OT. Agenciez may obtain an initial
supnlv. of GSA Forms 2936, 2936-A,
2936-B, 2936-C, and 2936-D from Gen-
eral Services Administration (3FNDD),
Union and Franklin Streets Annex,
Building 11, Alexandria, VA 22314. Ex-
ecutive agencies shall keep this comvuter
inventory file up to date bv using these
GSA forms to request infercity data tele-
commumications procurement approval
under FPMR 101-35.2 and to notify GSA
of new Installations or major changes of
local data, facsimile, and record tele-
communications facilities,

The table of contents for Part 101-35
is amended as follows:

Sec.

101-385.201-3 Changes to data telecommuni~
cations services required by
procurement or sharing of
automatic data processing
equipment (ADPE),
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Sec,

101-35.201-4 Communijcations Management
Information BSystem
(C/MIS).

101-85.201-5 Definitions.

101-35.202 Description of major changes.

101-85.4902 GSA forms.

101-35.4902-2036 GSA Form 2936, Data,
Facsimile, and Record Tele-
communications System
Summary.

101-35.4902-2036-A GSA Form 2936 -~ A,
Dial-up and Point-to-Point
Data, Facsimile, and Record
Telecommunications Serv-
ices.

101-35.4902-2036-B GSA Form 2036-B,
Data, Facsimile, and Record
Telecommunications’ Serv-
fces Serving Computers.

101-35.4902-2036-C GSA Form 2936-C,
Data, Facsimile, and Rec-
ord Telecommunlications
Multiplexing / Concentrat-
ing Services.

101-35.4002-2936-D GSA Form  2936-D,
Multi-Point Data, Fac-
simlle, and Record Tele~
communlications Services.

Subpart 101-35.1—General Provisions

1. Section 101-35.102(d) is added to
read as follows:

§ 101-35.102 Applicahility.

- o " 3 =

(d) The provisions of this Part 101-35
apply to the requirements of telecom-
munications services and facilities
planned by mission area groups or other-
wise that will be acquired, used. or op-
erated by executive agencies. The dif-
ference between services and facilities
planned by mission area and non-mission
area groups is outlined in Office of Tele-
communications Policy (OTP) Circular
No. 12.

Subpart 101-35.2—Major Changes and
New Installations

2. Sections 101-35.201 and 101-35.201-3

are revised to read as follows:
§ 101-35.201 General.
Executive agencies contemplating

changes or new installations of fele-
communications services or facilities are
subject to the provisions of this Subpart
101-35.2. The utilization and ordering of
telecommunications services and facili-
ties are subject to the provisions of Sub-
part 101-35.3.

Nore: Agencies must report usage of the
FTS intercity voice network for data, facsim~
ile, and record transinission in accordance
with § 101-85.810.

§ 101-35.201-3 Changes to data tele-
communications services required by
procurement or sharing of automatic
dala processing equipment (ADPE).

(a) When data telecommunications
services are required in connection with
the procurement of ADPE, the sharing of

Government ADP resources, or commer-

cial ADP time sharing, a telecommunica-

tions study is required as prescribed In

Subpart 101-32.11 prior to formal sub-

mission to GSA.

(b) Changes in or installation of new
data telecommunications services asso-
ciated with the procurement of ADPE are
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subject to the provisions of this Subpart
101-35.2. When Subpart 101-32.4 re-
quires a submission to GSA, the agency
procurement request shall also include
the information required by § 101-35.203
(c).

(c) When data telecommunications
services are required in connection with
sharing of Government ADP resources or
commercial ADP time sharing, § 101-
32.203 shall be complied with prior to
formal submission under this subpart.

3. Sections 101-35.201-4 and 101-
35.201-5 are added to read as follows:

§ 101-35.201-4 Communieations Man-
agement Information System (C/

MIS).

GSA operates and maintains the
C/MIS, which provides a current inven-
tory of the executive agencies’ local and
intercity data, facsimile, and record tele-
communications facilities and systems.
This inventory is derived from the infor-
mation provided by agencies as required
by §101-35.203(¢c) of this subpart. C/
MIS applies to all executive agencies ex-
cept as provided in § 101-35.102.

§ 101-35.201-5 Definitions.

Terms used in this subpart are defined
as follows:

(a) “Local dialing area” is the geo-
graphical area within which a telephone
call can be made for which no commer-
cial long distance toll charge or other
similar charge can be assessed.

(b) “Intercity data, facsimile, and
record telecommunications services” are
services which are used solely or par-
tially to send and/or receive data, fac-
simile, and record telecommunications
transmissions to a location or locations
outside the local dialing area in which
the transmission originates. This defini-
tion includes data, facsimile, and record
telecommunications services used for
local access to a commercial or Govern-
ment-provided intercity network and
those integral to intercity teleprocessing
services.

(¢) “Local data, facsimile, and record
telecommunications services™ are serv-
ices which are used exclusively to send
and/or receive data, facsimile, and re-
cord telecommunications transmissions
to & Jocation or locations within the local
dialing area in which the transmission
originates.

(d) “Data, facsimile, and record tele-
communications services” are telecom-
munications services used for all types of
data transmission, including data, fac-
simile, graphic, and record (including
teletypewriter and telegraph) transmis-
sion but not including services used ex-
clusively for voice, radio, video or audio
transmission, or secure telecommunica-
tions purposes.

4. Section 101-35.202(c) is revised and
(d) removed to read as follows:

§ 101-35.202 Description of major
changes.
L/ - - . -
(¢) Data, facsimile, and record tele-
communications services.

Installation, replacement, or reloca-
tion of intercity data, facsimile, and




record telecommunications services (in-
cluding data, facsimile, and record
transmission channels or equipment,
either electrically, electronically, or
acoustically coupled) including multi-
plexing facilities, regardless of trans-
mission speed. Installation, replace~
ment, or relocation of intercity data,
facsimile, and record telecommunica-
tions services requires prior approval by
GSA. After approval the agency shall
provide GSA confirmation that the in-
stallation has actually taken place. Re-
location of previously approved inter-
city data, facsimile, and record tele-
communications services within a local
dialing area may be made without prior
approval provided that the agency no-
tifies GSA of the relocation. Intercity
data, facsimile, and record telecom-
munications services may be removed
without prior approval provided the
agency notifies GSA before the discon-
nection date. Installation, replacement,
relocation, or removal of local data, fac-
simile, and record telecommunications
services or equipment does not require
prior approval by GSA provided that the
agency notifies GSA of the action taken.
However, a change in usage of data, fac-
simile, and record telecommunications
services from local to intercity requires
approval by GSA. i
(d) [Revoked] -

. - - - -

5. Section 101-35.203 (c) is amended
and (d) is removed to read as follows:

§ 101-35.203 Justifieation of major
changes and new installations,
» - L - L]

(¢) Data, facsimile, and record tele-
communications serviees. Agencies shall
complete the appropriate items in GSA
Forms 2936, 2936-A, 2936-B, 2936-C, and
2936-D which are illustrated in § 101-
35.4002. Agencies may obtain assistance
in completing these forms from the
General Services Administration
(CPSR), Washington, DC 20405. These
reports have been cleared in accordance
with FPMR 101-11.11 and are exempt
from reports control.

(d) [Revoked]

. . - - .

Subpart 101-35.49—Forms and
lilustrations

6. Section 101-35.4902 is added to read
as follows:

§101-35.4902 GSA forms,
(a) The GSA forms that are illustrated

In this § 101-35.4902 show their text,
format, and arrangement and provide
& ready source of reference. The subsec-
tion numbers in this section correspond
With the GSA form numbers.

(b) Agency field offices may obtain
the GSA forms illustrated In this § 101-
35.4902 by submitting thelr reguire-
ments to their Washington headquarters
office which shall forward consolidated
annual requirements to the General
Services Administration (BRO), Wash-
lngton,Dczo«tos.
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§ 101-35.4902-2936 GSA Form 2036, Data,
Facsimile, and Record Telecommunica-
tions System Summary.

§ 101-35.4902-2836-A GSA Form 2036-A,
Dial-up and Polnt-to-Point Data, Facsim-
ile, and Record Telecommunications Serv-
ices,

§ 101-35.4902-2936-B GSA Form 2038-B,
Data, Facsimile, and Record Telecommuni-
cations Services Serving Computers.

§ 101-35.4092-2936-C GSA Form 2036-C,
Data, Facsimile, and Record Telecommuni-
cations Multiplexing/Concentrating Serv-
ices.

§ 101-35.4002-29036-D GSA Form 2938-D,
Multi-Point Data, Facsimile, and Record
Telecommunications Services.!

Note.—The. forms illustrated in § 101-35.-

4902 are filed as part of the original docu-

ment.

(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c).)

Eflective date. This regulation is effec-
tive April 22, 1976.

Dated: March 31, 1976.

JACK ECKERD,
Administrator of General Services.

[¥R Doc.76-11600 Filed 4-21-76;8:46 am]

Title 43—Public Lands: Interior

CHAPTER II—BUREAU OF LAND MAN-
AGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF THE IN-
TERIOR

[Circular No. 2388]

PART 2710—PUBLIC SALE—R.S. 2455:
GENERAL

Lands Subject to Sale

This rulemaking amends 43 CFR Part
2710 by reinstating a provision relating
to legal limitation of authority. The Act
of March 28, 1912 (37 Stat. 77), as
amended, imposes a maximum acreage
limitation upon the land sales that may
be made to one buyer under the Statute.
In the process of a revision of the Pub-
lic Sale regulations in 1964, this provi-
sion was omitted. Inclusion of the acre-
age limitation In the regulations reflects
the intent of the law and its subsequent
application, Therefore, proposed rule-
making and public participation are not
necessary.

The regulations are amended as fol-
}ows and will become effective May 17,

976.

1. Section 2710.0-8(b) is amended as

follows:

§ 2710.0-8 Lands subject to sale.

> . - - -

(b) The Act also authorizes the Sec-
retary in his discretion, upon applica-.
tion of any person who owns land or
holds a valid entry adjoining such tract,
to order into market and sell at public
auction for not less than their appraised
value any legal subdivision or contigu-
ous legal subdivisions of public land not
exceeding 760 acres, the greater part of
each of which subdivisions is mountain-
ous or too rough for cultivation. An ap-

plicant may file any number of applica-

* Above forms are filed as part of the orig-
inal,
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tions, provided the land to be purchased
thereunder, plus land previously pur-
chased under this paragraph (b) does
not exceed 760 acres.

Dated: April 15, 1976.

CHRIS FARRAND,
Acting Assistant Secretary
of the Interior.
[FR Doc.76-11601 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

Title 49—Transportation

CHAPTER II—FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMIN-
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION

[Docket No. RAR-2]

PART 225—RAILROAD ACCIDENTS/INCI-
DENTS, CLARIFICATION AND INVESTI-
GATIONS

PART 230—LOCOMOTIVE INSPECTION

Telephonic Reports
Corrections

In FR Doc 76-10885, appearing at page
15847 in the FEpERAL REGISTER of Thurs-
day, April 15, 1976 the last line of the
first paragraph on page 15847 should
read “800-424-0201.

CHAPTER V—NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAF-
FIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION, DEPART-
MENT OF TRANSPORTATION

[Docket No. 70-27; Notice 18]

PART 571—FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE
SAFETY STANDARDS

Hydraulic Brake Systems

This notice amends Standard No. 105~
75, Hydraulic Brake Systems, to permit
a manufacturer to provide either a gross
loss of pressure indicator (GLPI) or a low
brake fluid level indicator (BFLI) in sat-
isfaction of the hydraulic failure indi-
cator requirements of 85.3.1.

This amendment of Standard No. 105—
75 (49 CFR 571.105-75) was proposed in
response to petitions from Ford Motor
Company, Wagner Electric Corporation,
and Mercedes-Benz of North America,
Inc., as well as the comments of other
manufacturers of hydraulic-braked mo-
tor vehicles (41 FR 2828, January 20,
1976) .,

Comments were received from General
Motors Corporation, Bob Ingham, Jr.,
Chrysler Corporation, Wagner Electric
Corporation, the California Department
ol Highway Patrol (CHP), Professor P. N,
Joubert, Bendix Corporation, British
Leyland UK Limited, the Vehicle Equip-
ment Safety Commission, Ford Motor
Company, Bayerische Motoren Werke,
and the Department of Transport of
Australia. The National Motor Vehicle
Safety Advisory Council made no com-
ment on the proposal.

All commenters except the CHP, VESC,
Department of Transport of Australia,
and Professor Joubert endorsed the
amendment as proposed and urged its
swift implementation.

The CHP recommended that the pro-
posed option be allowed only until the
availability and reliability problems as-
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sociated with the BFLI are resolved, at
which time the BFLI would be required
on all vehicles. The VESC also recom-
mended a requirement for both of the
devices or the BFLI alone, It is the opin-
jon of the CHP that the apparent bene-
fit of a GLPI i8 not real, because the
GLPI warning activates only after fail-
ure has occurred, when increased pedal
travel and decreased stopping perform-
ance have already warned of the faulty
condition. However, the failure of one
subsystem in split system vehicles, par-
ticularly that to the rear wheels, easily
may go unnoticed during the low rate-of-
deceleration stops encountered in normal
driving, In this vast majority of cases,
the driver will be warned of the failure
by the GLPI before the brake failure is
apparent, a substantial benefit in avert-
ing accidents.

Each of the four commenters who did
not support the proposal found fault
with the NHTSA’s use of the extremely
limited accident data from the Indiana
University Institute for Research in Pub-
lic Safety study (Tri-Level Study of the
Causes of Traffic Accidents, DOT-HS-
801-335, January, 1975). The four com-
menters apparently interpreted Notice
17 to mean that the NHTSA had con-
cluded, based on this small amount of
data, that the BFLI was not cost-effec-
tive. Such is not the case. The NHTSA's
evaluation of the Indiana study only
concluded that its earlier judgment that
both warnings were justified was cast in
some doubt by the imited data generated
gince that initial decision was made. The
NHTSA believes that the doubt is suffi-
cient to justify dropping the simultane-
ous requirement for both devices.

As noted by the CHP, the accident data
are not yet available to quantitatively
prove the comparative benefits of one
warning system over the other. Although
the four dissenting eommenters ex-
pressed a preference for the BFLI, the
NHTSA feels that there is imsufficlent
evidence of its superiority to mandate its
use in place of the GLPI. The NHTSA
believes that a continuation of the option
previously available under Standard No.
105 is in the public interest.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Ford Motor Company pointed out that
the proposed wording of §7.9.1, which re-
fers to a ‘brake system failure indica-
tor” was inconsistent with other ref-
erences in the standard, and suggested
that the word “failure’” be removed. The
reference has been changed to read
“brake system indicator lamp” to be con-
sistent with 85.3. Section 87.9.4 also is
reworded for the same reason.

In a matter unrelated to the BFLI
proposal, the agency hereby corrects an
inadvertent omission of a conforming
amendment that should have accom-
panied the major amendment making
the standard applicable to school buses
41 FR 2391, January 16, 1976). The
reference to "“S7.4.2.1.2" in S6 is changed
to“S7.4.2.1."

In consideration of the foregoing,
Standard No. 105-75 (49 CFR 571.105-
75) is amended as follows:

1. The first paragraph of S5.3.1 is
amended to read:

S$5.3.1. An indicator lamp shall be ac-
tivated when the ignition (start) switch
is in the “on” (*“run”) position and
whenever any of conditions (a), (¢), or
(d) occur, or, at the option of the man-
ufacturer, whenever any of conditions
(b), (e), or (d) occur:

2. The last sentence of 8§3.3.1 is de-
leted.

3. In 87.6, the reference to “S7.4.2.1.2"
is changed to “S7.4.2.1.”

4. The second sentence in 87.9.1 is
amended to read:

Determine the control force, pressure
level, or fluid level (as appropriate for
the indicator being tested) necessary fto
activate the brake system indicator lamp.

5. The second and third senteénces of
87.9.3 are deleted.

6. The last two sentences of 57.9.4 are
combined and amended to read:

Determine whether the brake system
indieator Jamp is activated whem the
electrical power source to the amilioek
or variable proportioning wmit is discon-
nected.

Effective date: April 22, 1976, Beeause
this amendment creates no additional
requirements for any person and because

of the manufacturers’ need to know as
soon as possible the vehicle requirements
for the upcoming model year for plan-
ning purposes, it is found that an im-
mediate effective date is in the public
interest.

(Sec. 103, 119, Pub. L. 89-563, 80 Stat. 718
(16 U.S.C. 1892, 1407); delegations of au-
thority at 49 CFR 1.50 and 49 OFR 501.8)

Issued on April 14, 1976.

JAMES B. GREGORY,
Administrator

|FR Doc.76-11453 Filed 4-16-76:11:06 am)

{Docket No. 76-3; Notice 2]

PART 571—FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE
SAFETY STANDARDS

New Pneumatic Tires for Passenger Cars

This amendment adds a new tire size
designation to 49 CFR 571.108 (Federal
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 109)

Guidelines were published in the Fro-
ERAL REGISTER on October 5, 1968 (33 FR
14964), and amended August 31, 1974 (39
FR 28980), specifying procedures by
which routine additions could be made
to Appendix A, §571.109. Under these
guidelines the additions become effective
30 days from publication in the Feperar
REGISTER, if no objections are received
If objections are received, rulemaking
procedures for the issuance of motor ve-
hicle safety standards (49 CFR Part 563)
are followed.

Accordingly, Appendix A of 49 CFR
§ 571.109 is amended, subject to the 30-
day provision indicated above, as speci-
fied below.

Effective date: May 22, 1976, if objec-
tions are not received.

The following change is made (o Ap-
pendix A of § 571.109, Standard No. 109
New Preumatic Tires:

Amendment requested by the Rubbe:
Manufacturers Association:

§ 571.109 [Appendix amended ]

In Table I-R, the following new L%
size designation and corresponging val-
ues are added.

Tanys I-1.—Tire load ratings, test rims, minimum size factors, and section widths for “'60.series” radial ply bives

Maximum tire loads, ¢pounds) at various cold inflation prossures (pounds per sgoare ineh)

Minimum  Booth

Test rim ol
gize factor  widin!

width

Pire sieo designation

16 18 20

22 % 20 2 30 82 34

30 33 40 (inehes) (inches) (inches

650 1,010

1,070

1,180 1,100 1,240 1,300 1,350 1,400 1,440

1,490

1,540 1,580 6% 33,50

1 The letters *H," “8" or “V" may be included in any tire size destgnation adjacent
”

tothe "' R,

(Secs. 103, 119, 201 and 202, Pub. L. 89-563,
80 Stat. 718 (15 U.8.C. 1392, 1407, 1421 and
1422); delegations of authority at 49 CFR

1.50 and 49 CFR 501.8)
Issued on April 19, 1976.
ROBERT L. CARTER,

by more than 7 percent,

CHAPTER VIII—NATIONAL
TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD

PART 801—PUBLIC AVAILABILITY
OF INFORMATION

Fee Schedule

1 Aetnal section width and overall width shallnotexceed the specified seation

Atk

801, a proposed amended fee gehedule {07
National Transportation Safety Boa rd
publications and for the reproduction ol
factual investigative records and other
documents. Interested persons were given
the opportunity to submit, not; later than
April 15, 1976, comments regarding the

On March 19, 1976, a notice of pro-
posed rulemaking was published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER (41 FR 11565) setting
forth, as an appendix to 49 CFR Part

amended fee schedule. '
No comments were received. Howcvc’r
under item 2(¢c) Minimum charge for

Associate Administrator,
Motor Vehicle Programs.

[FR Doc.76-11718 Filed 4-21-78;8:45 am]

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 79—THURSDAY, APRIL 22, 1976




reproduction, the charge was erroneously
shown in the proposal notice as $4.00.
The correct minimum charge for repro-
duction is $2.00.

Accordingly, the amended fee schedule
is hereby adopted as set forth below.

Effective date: April 22, 1976.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on April
16, 1976.
WEeBSTER B. Tobpp, Jr.,
Chatrman.

APPENDIX—FEE SCHEDULE

1. Special services fees (pursuant to 31
U.S.C. 483a). Upon request, services relating
to public documents are avallable at the fol-
lowing fees:

(a) Subscriptions (calendar year) :

(1) Inltial decisions of the administrative
law Judges—$40.00 for one subscription,
$30.00 for each additional subscription.

(2) Board safety enforcement opinions and
orders—3$20.00 for one subscription, $15.00
for each additional subscription.

(3) Board alrcraft accldent (probable
cause) reports, brief format—$40.00 (US.)
and $50.00 (foreign).

(4) Alrcraft accident reports, narrative—
$35.00 (U.8.) and $45.00 (foreign).

(5) Board safety recommendations—$60.00.

Nore—Subscription orders for (a)(3) and
(4), above, should be forwarded to the Na-
tlonal Technical Information Service, P.O.
Box 1561, Springfleld, Virginia 22151,

(b) Documsent certification under the
Board’s seal—#$4.00.

(¢) Computer tapes and services for avia-
tion accidents. Duplication of computer tapes
(or a fraction thereof) —$40.00.

Nore.—Computer tape requests should be
addressed to the Chief, Information Systems
Branch, Bureau of Aviation Safety, National
Transportation Safety Board, Washington,
D.C. 20504,

(d) The basic fees set forth provide for
ordinary first-ciass postage prepaid. If reg-
Istered, certified, alr, or speclal delivery mail
15 used, postal fees therefor will be added to
the basic fee. Also, if special handling or
packaging 18 required, such costs will be
added to the basic fee.

(e) Subscription fees for (a) above are
walved for qualifying foreign countries, in-
ternational organizations, nonprofit public
safety entities, State and Federal transporta=
tion agencles, and colleges and universities,
after approval by the Board's General
Manager, In addition, subscription fees may
be waived or reduced for other reciplents not
in any of the foregoing categories, when de-
termined by the General Manager to be ap-
propriate In the Interest of and contributing
o the Board's program.

2. Commercial reproduction fees and
search fees. Pursuant to 5 US.C. 552 as
amended, reproduction of the documents
listed below is accomplished by commercial
contract, and the reproductions are matled
from the contractor together with a bllling
for the costs. Requests must be forwarded to
the Public Inquiries Section, National Trans-
portation Safety Board, Washington, D.C.
20504, together with an agreement to pay the
reproduction cost. For search fee, see note
Sppearing under 2(e) (2) of this Appendix,
Fees are subject to change depending upon
the Board’s annual contract award,

Current fees are:

(8) Photocopy:

Size (in ﬁlchu):
8% by 11 $0.23
Bl bpitl e m S .23
30: Dy S S | e A .23
14 by 18___ .23
18 by Qg s st et .23
FEDERAL
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(b) Photographic prints:
Size (in inches):

8 by 10 black/white. $1.25
DY DOV O i S memie St e 2.50
NS A T T e G s i 4.00
2 Dby 2 color slide. . oo . 50
2 by 2 black /whiteslide_ .. __.___._.. .25
Y AN Ry e TS .50

(¢) Minimum charge for reproduction—
$2.00.

(d) Special expedite service—20 percent
surcharge for 24-hour service and 10 percent
surcharge for 48-hour service.

(e) Document search fee—The Board has
determined that it Is in the public interest
to limit search fees to documents which re-
quire commercial reproduction. Further, the
fee has been reduced to the labor cost for a
minimum time-search. Therefore, a $4.00
search fee is required only for:

(1) Factual accident Investigation reports,
statements, photographs, and other mate-
rial contained in the Board's accident in-
vestigation files.

(2) Accident investigation information not
in the Board's public files.

(3) Responses to safety recommendations
from recipients of such recommendations.

Nore—The $4.00 search fee will be In-
cluded in the commercial reproduction
firm'’s involice.

(f) Documents requiring commerclal re-
production for copies:

(1) Transcripts of public hearings,

(2) Factual accident Investigation reports
and information (see (e) (1) and (2) above).

3. Reproduction fees. All documents In the
Board’s public files may be examined, with-
out charge, In the Board's public reference
room, located in the Public Inquiries Sec-
tion. There is a self-service duplicator in the
reference room, which is available to the
public for reproduction at & nominal cost.

4. Documents available without com-~
merclial reproduction cost until limited sup~
plies are exhausted:

(1) Press releases.

(2) Aireraft accldent reports, narrafive,
and brief format probable cause reports (on
request for specific accidents),

(3) Surface accident reports.

(4) Speclal studies.

(5) Safety Board regulations (49 CFR 800
through 845).

(6) Indexes to Initial decislons, Board or-
ders, opinions and orders, and staff manuals
and instructions.

(7) Statistical data published by the
Board.

(8) Safety recommendations.

5. Documents for sale by the Government
Printing Office:

(1) Board’s annual report.

(2) Volume I, Natfonal Transportation
Safety Board Declsions (1967-1872),

[FR Doc.76-11688 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am]

Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries

CHAPTER I—UNITED STATES FISH AND
WILDLIFE SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF
THE INTERIOR

PART 32—HUNTING
Mingo National Wildlife Refuge; Missouri

The following special regulations is is-
sued and is effective April 22, 1976.
§32.22 Special regulations; upland

game; for individual wildlife refuge
areas.
MI1SSOURI

MINGO NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

The public hunting of squirrels on the
Mingo National Wildlife Refuge, Mis-
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souri is permitted only on the area des-
ignated by signs as open to hunting. This
open area, comprising 6,500 acres, is de-
lineated on maps available at refuge
headquarters, one mile north of Puxico,
Missouri, and from the Area Msanager,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 601 East
12th, Kansas City, Missouri 64106. Hunt-
ing shall be in accordance with all appli-
cable State regulations governing the
hunting of sguirrels subject to the fol-
lowing conditions:

(1) The open season for hunting
squirrels on the refuge extends from
opening date of statewide season May 29,
+1976 through September 30, 1976, in-
clusive.

(2) Hunters must register when enter-
ing the refuge and record kill when leay-
S0 :

g.
The provisions of the special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern hunting on wildlife refuges gen-
erally, which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32,
and are effective through September 30,
1976.
GERALD L. CLAWSON,
Refuge Manager, Mingo Nation-
al Wildlife Refuge, Puxico,
Missouri.

APRIL 2, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-11593 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

CHAPTER I|I—NATIONAL MARINE FISH-
ERIES SERVICE, NATIONAL OCEANIC
AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION,
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

PART 245—OFFSHORE SHRIMP
FISHERIES

Interim Regulations

On January 2, 1974, the President
signed the Offshore Shrimp Fisheries Act
of 1973 (P.L. 93-242) which implemented
the treaty between the United States
and the Federative Republic of Brazil,
signed on May 9, 1972, and ratified by
the President, upon the advice and con-
sent of the Senate on November 29, 1972,
concerning the conservation of shrimp
resources off Brazil.

This 1972 treaty expired on February
28, 1975 and was superseded by a 1975
treaty between the United States and the
Federative Republic of Brazil signed on
March 14, 1975, and signed by the Presi-
dent, upon the advice and consent of the
Senate, on December 22, 1975. This 1975
treaty likewise concerns the conserva-
tion of shrimp resources off Brazil,
Changes in the 1975 treaty and the need
to extend the implementing legislation
necessitated the Offshore Shrimp Fish-
eries Act Amendments of 1975 (P.L. 94-
58) (The “Act™).

In addition to other specific authority
contained in the Act, section 11 of the
Act authorizes the Secretary of Com-
merce to issue all regulations necessary
for carrying out the purposes and ob-
Jectives of the treaty and the Act. By
delegation of authority dated February
4, 1974, the Secretary has delegated this
responsibility to the Administrator, Na~-
tioncl Oceanic and Atmospheric Admin-
istration, who further delegated the re-
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sponsibility to the Director, National Ma-
rine Fisheries Service, on March 11, 1974,
Therefore, it is the purpose of these
amendments to conform the regulations
to the Act and the treaty and to carry
out the objectives and purposes of the
treaty. In order to present a comprehen-
sive picture, the entire regulations are
reprinted with the changes incorporated
therein. The conforming amendments
deal with the following matters:

1. Redefine “Act” to incorporate the
1975 Amendments (See § 245.1(n)).

2. Redefine “Treaty” to mean the 1975
treaty (See § 245.1(0)),

3. Amend the section dealing with per-
mits to refiect the new requirement that
& maximum of 200 vessels with permits
may fish in any quarter during 1975
and 175 vessels during any quarter in
1976 (See § 245.2(a) ),

4, Amend the amount required to be
deposited during the voluntary compli-
ance period by increasing it to $1215.
(See § 245.4(a) (1)).

5. Amend eligibility requirements for
a permit to specify that fishermen must
not have been using fishing vessels and
Ashing methods during the period March
14, 1975 to July 24, 1975, which would
have constituted a violation under the
regulations had the treaty been in force
(See § 245.4(a) (2)).

6. Amend the amount of the annual
fee for a permit by increasing it to $1215
(See § 245.6).

7. Amend the prohibition section to
make it clear that vessel owners in ad-
dition to vessel masters or other persons
in charge of a vessel may be held liable
if they engage in or permit their vessels
to engage in certain prohibited acts,
(See § 245.6) .

8. Amend the prohibition section to re-
flect that during 1975 no more than 160
vessels and during 1976 no more than
120 vessels with permits may be on the
fishing grounds at any one time (See
§ 245.6(a) (4)).

9. Amend the prohibition section to
prohibit fishing in contravention of pro-
cedures established for limiting the
number of vessels which (a) may be
permitted to fish during any quarter or
(b) may actually be on the fishing
grounds at any one time. (See §245.6
(a)(b)).

10. Amend the Enforcement section to
establish procedures to (a) limit the
number of vessels with permits which
may be authorized to fish during any
quarter and (b) limit the number of
vessels actually on the fishing grounds
at any one time (See § 245.10),

11. Add new section 245.31 concerning
notice to vessel owners.

12. Numerous other editorial amend-
ments which do not have any substan-
tial effect on fishermen.

These interim regulations are issued
under, among others, the authority con-
tained in section 11 of the Act. Written
comments, views, or objections on these
interim regulations may be made to the
Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, National Oceanic_ and Atmos-
pheric Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20235 on
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or before May 24, 1976. Final regulations
will be published as soon thereafter as
practical.

In accordance with Executive Order
11821 dated November 27, 1974, it 35 here-~
by certified that the inflationary impact
of this action on the nation has been

carefully evaluated. The additional Fed-

eral expenditures required are so mini-
mal that no substantive impact on the
Nation is anticipated.

Because of the need for immediate
guidance with respect to the provisions
contained in these interim regulations
and due to the requirement of issuing
permits and the required receipt of said
permits by officials of the Federal Re-
public of Brazil prior to the commence-
ment of fishing operations, it is found
impractical to issue a Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking under 5 USC 533(b) or sub-
ject these regulations to the effective
date limitations of 5 USC 553(d), these
interim regulations are effective April
22, 1976.

Issued at Washington, D.C. and dated
April 22, 1976.

JACK W. GEHRINGER,
Deputy Director, National
Marine Fisheries Serviee.

Subpart A—General Provisions

Bec,

245.1 Definitions,

2482 Permits.

245.8 Permit applications.

2454 Permit procedures.

245,56 Annual fee.

2456.6 Prohibitions.

2457 Reports and recordkeeping,
2458 Vessel identification:

2459  Penalties.

245.10 Enforcement.

245.11 Procedure for hearings under §§ 24564

and 245.9(¢).
Subpart B-——Hearings Involving Civil Penalties

24520 Notice of proposed assessment; op-
portunity for hearing.

24521 Walver of hearing; assessment of
penalty.

24522 Appointment of Administrative Law
Judge and Agency Representative;
notice of hearing,

24523 Fallure to appear; official transcript;
record for decision.

245.2¢ Duties and powers of the Adminis-
trative Law Judge.

24525 Appearance of the respondent and
the agency reépresentative,

245.26 Evidence,

24527 Filing of briefs.

245.28 Declsions,

24529 Remission, mitigation, or compro-
mise, '

24530 Payment of penalty.

245.31 Notice to vessel owners,

AvTHORITY: Sec. 11, PL. 93-242, 87 Stat.
10681 (16 U.S.C. 1100b) and PL. 84-58, &9
Stat, 266 (16 U.S.C. 1100b note).

Subpart A—General Provisions
§ 245.1 Definitions,

(a) Shrimp. The Shrimp Penaeus
(M, duorarum mnotialis, Penaecus bra-
siltensis, and Penaeus (M.) aztecus
subtilis;

(b) Area of agreement. The area in
which United States vessels carry on &
shrimp fishery in the vicinity of Brazil,
as described by the following boundaries:
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_the wafters off the coast of Brazil having
the isobath of thirty meters as the south-
west limit, the latitude 1 degree north a-
the southern limit, the longitude 47 de-
grees 30 minutes west as the eastern
limit, and a line running from the point
of 4 degrees 44 minutes north latitude, 51
degrees 30 minutes west-longitude at an
azimuth of 17 degrees to the point of «
degrees 51 minutes north latitude, 51 de-
grees 28 minutes west longitude and
thence at an azimuth of 43 degrees to the
point of 8 degrees 58 minutes north Jati-
tude 47 degrees 30 minutes west longi-
tude as the northwestern boundary;

(¢) Vessel. Every description of water-
craft or other contrivance used, or capa-
ble of being used, as & means of trans-
portation in water;

(d) Secretary. The Secretary of Com-
merce or his delegate;

(@) Director. The Director of the Na-
tional Marine Fisherles Service or his
delegate;

(f) Regional Director. The Regiona)
Director, or his delegate, Southeast Re-
gion, National Marine Fisheries Service.
Duval Building, 2450 Gandy Boulevard,
8t. Petersburg, Florida 33702, Telephons
Number: Area Code (813) 883-3141.

(g) Transship. The transfer of shirimp
from one vessel to another vessel, or the
receipt of shrimp by one vessel fyom
another vessel;

(h) Fishing. The taking or atempied
taking of shrimp by any means whatso-
ever,

(1) Vessel owner. Any individual part-
nership, corporation, association, com-
pany, trust, or estate, which is the owner
of record of a vessel documented unde:
the laws of the United States or a cor-
poration which owns or controis one or
more other corporations which are the
owner of record of vessel or vessels docu-
mented under the laws of the Uniied
States.

(j) Person. Any individual, pariner-
ship, corporation, association, company
trust, or estate.

(k) Gear. Any single set of net and
doors for a single trawl vessel, or for
a vessel capable of towing more than one
net at a time, as many sets of nets and
deors as the vessel is capable of fowing

(1) Permit. Authorization to vessel
owners for vessels documented under
the laws of the United States to engage
in fishing or transshipping in the area
of agreement issued by the Regional
Director.

(m) Duly authorized officer, Any au-
thorized enforcement officer designated
by the Secretary, the Secretary of the
Department in which the Coast Guard
is operating, or the Secretary of the
Treasury; and, in addition, any author-
ized law enforcement officer of the Gov-
ernment of Brazil who is exercising re-
sponsibility under Article V of the treaty

(n) Aet. The Offshore Shrimp Fish-
eries Act of 1973, Public Law 93-242 (87
Stat. 1061), as amended by the Offshore
Shrimp Fisheries Act Amendments o
1975, Public Law 94-58 (89 Btat, 266)

(a) Treaty. The Agreement Belween
the Government of the Federative Re-
public of Brazil and the Government of
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the United States of America concern-
ing Shrimp, signed on March 14, 1975,
including related annexes, notes and
agreed minutes, as these documents may
pbe amended from time to time.

§245.2 Permits.

(a) The Secretary is authorized
under section 3 of the Act to issue per-
mits to vessels documented under the
laws of the United States to engage
in fishing for shrimp in the area
of agreement: Provided, That the num-
ber of vessels which are the subject
of permits shall not exceed 325: Pro-
vided further That no more than two
hundred (200) vessels with permits shall
be authorized to fish in any quarter of
1975 beginning March 1 and ending
February 29, 1976, and no more than one
hundred and seventy-five (175) vessels
with permits shall be authorized to fish
in any quarter of 1976 beginning March
1 and ending February 28, 1977, or such
other number or period as may be speci-
fied in the treaty from time to time. Of
these vessels, not more than 160 shall
fish at any one time during the 1975 sea-
son, and not more than 120 vessels shall
fish at any one time during the 1976
season. Such vessels shall be of the same
type (up to approximately 85 feet in
length) and have the same gear as those
employed in the fishery until now. They
shall not employ, in fishing operations,
electrical fishing equipment, nor shall
chemical, toxic, explosive or polluting
substances, or other material with simi-
lar destructive effect ke employed.

(b) A permit shall be valid only for
the vessel with respect to which it is
issued and shall not cover more than
one vessel, except that a vessel owner
may, with prior written consent of the
Director, transfer a permit to another
vessel whether or not owned by the same
vessel owner.

(c) Permits shall be issued only upon
payment of the annual fee provided for
in § 245.5.

(d) Permits shall be issued for a cal-
endar year and may be renewed an-
nually,

(e) No vessel owner may be issued a
permit with respect to a vessel unless
such vessel meets the requirements of
this Part.

(f) Permits shall be restricted to the
area of agreement:

(1) Shrimp fishing in the area of
agreement shall be limited to the period
from March 1 to November 30.

(2) Shrimp fishing in that part-of the
area of agreement southeast of a bearing
of 240° from Ponta do Ceu radio-beacon
shall be limited to the period from
March 1 to July 1,

(g) The permit shall be carried at all
times on board the vessel for which it is
Issued and such permit, the vessel, its
gear and equipment, shall be subject to
inspection for the purposes of this Part
by duly authorized officers under § 245.10
to enforce the provisions of this Part.

(h) The permit, in addition to those
matters set forth in section 3(d) of the
Act, shall contain such other provisions
8 the Secretary deems necessary to
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carry ouf the terms of the Treaty and the
Act,

§ 245.3 Permit Applications.

(a) Application. Vessel owners may
apply for permits to fish or transship in
the area of Agreement. Such applications
for permits shall be in writing, addressed
to the Regional Director, National Ma-
rine Fisheries Service, St. Petersburg,
Florida 33702, and shall contain, unless
otherwise required by the Director, the
following information:

(1) The name and address of the ap-
plicant and address of the office in the
United States to which all material may
be sent or legal documents served;

(2) A complete description of the ves-
sel, including the vessel name, owner,
home port, port where operations are
usually based, number of persons in the
crew, name of the Master, length, main
engine horsepower, and speed;

(3) A description of the navigation
equipment;

(4) A description of the communica-~
tion equipment including radio frequen-
cies;

(5) A complete description of the fish-
ing gear and method used on the vessel;

(6) The method of holding the catch
on the vessel;

(7) A copy of an Official Certificate of
Registration;

(8) Four (4) clear 8 by 10 inch glossy
profile (side view) photographs of the
vessel;

(9) A certified check payable to the
Offshore Shrimp Fisheries Fund from a
bank or*trust company insured by the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
in the amount required in § 245.5.

(10) Such other information as the
Regional Director may request.

(11) A certification in the following
language:

I hereby certify that the foregoing infor-
mation is complete, true, and correct to the
best of my knowledge and belief. I under-
stand that this Information is submitted for
the purpose of obtalnlng a permlt. under the
Offshore Shrimp Fisherles Act of 1973, as

amended by the Offshore Shrimp Fisherles -

Act Amendments of 1975 and regulations
promulgated thereunder, and that any false
statement may subject me to the criminal
penalties of 18 U.S.C. 1001, and to the penal-
ties under the Offshore Shrimp Fisheries Act
of 1973, as amended by the Offshore Shrimp
Fisherles Act Amendments of 1975.

(12) Such application shall be signed
by the applicant,

§ 245.4 Permit procedure.

(a) Permits shall be considered and
issued by the Regional Director in ac-
cordance with the following procedure
and priority:

(1) First to vessel owners who have
had vessels engaged in fishing in the
area of agreement at any time subse-
quent to March 14, 1975: Provided, That
(i) all such vessels were documented
under the laws of the United States and
met the requirements of the Treaty,
(ii) the vessel owners have deposited and
continuously maintained $1215 in a spe-
cial bank account and transferred this

amount to the Offshore Shrimp Fishing
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Fund for each vessel and (iii) such ves-
sels were covered by letters of voluntary
compliance . issued by the Regional
Director.

(2) Becond, to vessel owners who have
been engaged in fishing under permits in
the area of agreement after May 9, 1972
Provided, in no event, shall a vessel own-
er be eligible for receiving a permit un-
der paragraph (a)(1) of this section
or this paragraph (a) (2) of this section
for a given vessel during the first six
months after the effective date of this
Act if the Regional Director determines
that such vessel has engaged in activi-
ties during ‘the period from March 14,
1975 to July 24, 1975, which would have
constituted a violation specified in
§245.6(a)(3) and §245.6(a)(5), but
only to the extent that § 245.6(a) (5) re-
lates to the use of fishing gear, fishing
vessels and fishing methods, and the
closure of the area of agreement to fish-
ing. If an application is denied pursuant
to a determination that the vessel en-
gaged in activities which would have
been a violation under said provisions of
the Act, the applicant, upon a written re-
quest to the Regional Director, shall be
entitled to a hearing, The hearing shall
follow the procedure set forth in § 245.11.

(3) After all vessel owners under para-
graph (a) (1) and (2) of this section
have been considered for issuance of a
permit, all other vessel owners who have
made application may be considered for
permits.

(4) If the number of vessels for which
application is made in the case of para-
graph (a) (1) of this section, is g.eater
than the number of permits available
pursuant to the Treaty, or if the number
of applications made for the categories
set forth in paragraph (a) (2) or (3) of
this section is more than the number of
permits available pursuant to the Treaty
after first having accounted for the ves-
sels in paragraph (a) (1) of this section,
the number of permits available shall be
proportionally distributed among the
applicants within the first applicable
category wherein the number of applica-
tions exceed the number of permits
available pursuant to the Treaty so that,
in no event will the total number of per-
mits issued for paragrahs (a) (1), (2),
or (3) of this section exceed the num-
ber of permits available pursuant to the
Treaty. Proportionment within a par-
ticular category will be made based upon
the date of receipt of the application by
the Regional Director.

(5) The owner of any vessel for which
application for a permit is refused may
petition the Regional Director for re-
consideration, and shall be entitled to a
hearing. Such hearing shall follow the
procedure set forth in § 245.11.

(b) The Reglonal Director may reissue
permits which have been returned pur-
suant to §245.2 to vessel owners with
outstanding applications, who have not
been able to obtain permits under the
procedure set out in paragraph (a) of
this section. The fee for such reissued
permits shall be the prorated share of
the annual fee for the portion of the
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year during which the new permittee
holds the permit.
§ 245.5 Annual fee.

(a) The annual fee for a permit shall
be $1215 ($1115 for enforcement services
and $100 for administrative costs) .

The amount of any deposit made under
the voluntary compliance (§ 245.4(a))
and transferred to the Offshore Shrimp
Fisheries Fund shall be credited toward
the annual permit fee.

§ 245.6 Prohibitions.

(a) No vessel owner, master or other
person in charge of a vessel engaged in
fishing shall:

(1) Engage in fishing in the area of
agreement, unless the vessel has a valid
permit;

(2) Transship shrimp in the area of
agreement, unless each vessel engaged
in the transshipment has a valid permit
or is otherwise authorized to engage in
fishing in the area of agreement pursu-
ant to the Treaty;

(3) Assault or attempt to prevent any
duly authorized officer from boarding,
searching, seizing or detaining a vessel
in accordance with such officer’s duties
under the Treaty or the Act;

(4) Engage in fishing in the area of
agreement contrary to regulations es-
tablishing a procedure for limiting the
number of vessels allowed to be present
in the area of agreement at anv one time
to 160 in 1975 and 120 in 1976 or such
other number as may be allowed pursu-
ant to the treaty;

(5) Engage In fishing in the area of
agreement in contravention of annex II,
as it may be modified from time to time
pursuant to article IT, of the Treaty, or
any regulations issued to implement such
annex; and

(6) Engage in fishing in the area of
agreement contrary to regulations estab-
lishing a procedure for limiting the num-
ber of vessels with permits which mav be
authorized to fish during any period in
1975 or 1976 as specified in 245.2 of these
regulations.

(b) No vessel owner, master or other
person in charge of a vessel documented
under the laws of the United States
shall:

(1) Fail or refuse to keep or provide
any loghooks or any other information
required pursuant to this Act, or provide
or furnish false logbooks or other infor-
mation; or

(2) Violate any other provision of the
Treaty, the Act, or any regulations pro-
mulgated thereunder, the violation of
which is not covered by this section.

§ 245.7 Reports and recordkeeping.

(a) The master or operator of a fish-
ing vessel holding a permit shall keep,
on forms furnished by the National Ma-
rine Fisheries Service, an accurate log of
fishing operations showing vessel name,
official number, port of departure and
date, port of arrival and date, net size,
captain’s name and number in crew, fish-
ing area, fishing time, and date, and
shrimp catch for each day fished.

-
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(h) In addition to the loghook, owners
of vess:ls which have permits shall pro-
vide to the Director in such a form and
at such times as he may prescribe, any
other information necessary in order to
carry out the purposes and objectives of
the Act, which information may include
data on fishing beyond the area of agree-
ment in order to determine to the extent
possible, the full potential of the shrimp
fishery.

(¢) Failure to maintain the logbooks
required or to provide the Director with
reports requested may result in with-
drawal of the permit and the denial of
the rizht to fish within the area of agree-
ment.

(d) Information obtained pursuant to
the Act and these regulations, shall be
treated as confidential commercial infor-
mation pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552, except
as otherwise provided in the treaty.

§ 245.8 Vessel identification.

(a) The owner of any vessel for which
a rermit has been issued shall be pro-
vided identification numbers preceded by
two identifying letters “UB” (US.-
Brozil) to distinguish such numbers from
any other numbers from any other num-
bers displayed aboard authorized vessels.

(h) Such identification 1letters and
numbers shall be displayed in the man-
ner preseribed below:

(1) Identification letters and num-
bers shall be displayed on boards (ap-
proximately 2 feet high and 5 feet wide),
mounted on top of the pilothouse and on
the side of the deckhouse so that the
identification letters and numbers are
elearly visible from both sides of the ves-
sel and from the air above the vessel.

(2) Identification letters and numbers
will be black on an international orange
backzround and at least 18 inches high
with appropriate width.

(3) In lieu of displaying identification
letters and numbers on boards described
in paragraph (a) (2) of this section, such
letters and numbers can be painted on
the sides and top of the pilothouse or
deckhouse provided such letters and
numbers are black on an international
orange background, at least 18 inches
high, and are clearly visible from both
sides of the vessel and from the air above
the vessel.

(4) Identification letters and num-
bers shall be displaced in such a man-
ner so that no obstructions, protuberance
of the vessel, rigging, fishing gear, or
any other objects interfere with the visi-
bility of such letfers and numbers.

(5) A portable or fixed light or lights
should be available to illuminate identi-
fication letters and numbers at night or
during periods of poor visibility to aid in
identification when approached by a
Brazilian or U.S. patrol vessel or aircraft.

(8) All vessels possessing permits must
display the name of the vessel on hoth
sides near the bow and on the transom
of such vessels.

(7) Al vessels possessing permits must
display the name of the hailing port on
the transom of such vessels.
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(¢) Identification numbers should bhe
displayed on board vessels possessing
permits immediately following receipt of
these instructions.

§245.9 Penalties,

(a) Any master or other person in
charge of a vessel who violates § 2456
(section 8 of the Act) hereof or any ves-
sel owner whose vessel is Involved in
such violations may be assessed a civil
penalty by the Director, after notices and
opportunity for a hearing, of not more
than $10,000 for a violation of § 245.6(a)
(section 8(a) of the Act) and $3,000 for a
violation of § 245.6(b) (section 8(b) of
the Act). Such hearing shall follow the
procedures set forth in § 245.20, Except as
provided in this section, the minimum
penalty assessed shall be not less than an
amount sufficient to coyver the unusual
enforcement expenses, of any, incurred
by the United States pursuant to article
VI of the treaty in connection with such
violation: Provided, That if the person
against whom the penalty has been as-
sessed has paid on behalf of the United
States, such unusual enforcement ex-
penses, the minimum penalty require-
ment shall not apply. The amount of any
such minimum civil penalty assessed and
not paid on hehalf of the United States
shall be deposited directly into the Off-
shore Shrimp Fisheries Fund.

(b) The Director, after notice and op-
portunity for hearing, may assess against
2 vessel owner @ civil penalty equal to the
value of the catch on board the vessel
when detained and the value of the gear
involved in a violation of § 245.6 (section
8 of the Act) .

(¢) Permits issued under this part may
be suspended or revoked by the Regional
Director for failure to comply with any
of the terms or conditions of the treaty,
Act, regulations, or the permit. Upon
such suspension or revocation, the per-
mittee shall be afforded a prompt oppor-
tunity, after due notice, for a hearing by
the Regional Director. Hearings shall fol-
low the procedures set forth in § 245.11.

§ 245.10 Enforcement.

(a) This Act shall be enforced jointly
by the Secretary, the Secretary of the
department in which the Coast Guard is
operating, and the Secretary of the
Treasury.

(b) Any duly authorized law enforce-
ment officer of the Government of Brazil
who- is exercising responsibility under
article V of the treaty shall be empow-
ered to act on behalf of the United States
to enforce the provisions of the treaty In
the area of agreement as follows: Any
such officer may board and search any
vessel which he has reasonable cause {0
believe has violated any provisions of the
treaty. If, after boarding and searching
such vesasl, the officer continues to have
reasonable cause to believe that a viola-
tion has been committed, he may seiz€
and detain the vessel for the sole pur-
pose of delivering it, as soon as practica-
ble, to the agent of the United States
Government designated by the Regional
Difector at the nearest port to the place
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of selzure or any other place which is
mutually agreed upon by the Govern-
ment of Brazil and the BSecretary of
tate.

b (¢c) In the event that a vessel owner,
master, or other person in charge of a
vessel, pays on behalf of the United
states the unusual enforcement expenses
incurred in carrying out the seizure and
detention of a vessel referred to in article
VI of the Treaty, and is not assessed a
civil penalty under § 245.9 within two
years from the date of such seizure in re-
spect to the violation for which the ves-
sel was seized, such vessel owner, master,
or other person shall be entitled to reim-
bursement of amounts so paid. Applica-
tion for reimbursement shall be made in
writing to the Director within one year
from the time such vessel owner, master
or person is entitled to reimbursement.

(d) The Director will monitor the
number of vessels fishing in the area of
agreement at any one time by utilizing
the logbooks, and other data required
by §245.7 of these regulations, and in-
formation obtained as a result of law
enforcement activities pursuant to para-
graphs (a) and (b) of this section. A
report from each permit holder shall be
filed with the Regional Director no later
than the close of business on the last
day of December for the period covered
by the months of March, April, and
May; by the last day of March for the
period covered by the months of June,
July, and August; and the last day of
June for the period covered by the
months of September, October, and No-
vember. Each report shall state the total
number of vessels with permits that will
operate from South American or Carib-
bean ports during the period and the
total number of vessels that will operate
during the period in the agreement area.

When the Regional Director deter-
mines that a sufficient number of vessels
with permits are operating from South
American or Caribbean ports so as to re-
quire (1) limiting the number of vessels
authorized to fish during any quarter
of 1975 to 200 vessels or to 175 vessels
during any quarter of 1976, or (2) lim-
iting the number of vessels authorized to
actually be operating on the fishing
grounds at any onte time to 160 vessels in
1975 or to 120 vessels in 1976, vessel own-
ers will be notified and the following re-
port for each period shall be required.
Thlsv report shall be in lieu of the report
Tequired in this paragraph but shall be
due at the times established in this para-
graph,

(1) Each report shall state the total
number of vessels the permit holder ex-
pects to employ during the period in the
orea of agreement, the UB number of
each vessel that will not be so employed
during the period, and the rank order by
UB number of each vessel which is ex-
pected to be employed during the period
In the area of agreement. This rank
order will be used to determine which
Vessels cannot, be used in the applicable
period (either guarterly or at any one
time) if a restriction on the number of
vessels in the agreement area is neces-
sary, Example: if a permit holder sub-
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mits a listing of 10 UB numbers and it is
necessary to restrict his participation to
7 vessels, then the last 3 UB numbers on
the list furnished by him will be pro-
hibited from operating in the agreement

area during the applicable period.

(2) The Regional Director shall com-
pile a list of permit holders showing the
estimate for the period of vessels expect-
ing to be operating in the agreement
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area. From the number of vessels so es-
timated by all of the permit holders, the
Regional Director will determine the
number of vessels each permit holder will
be allowed to employ in the agreement
area during the applicable period. The
number of vessels which each permit
holder will be allowed to employ in the
agreement area (either quarterly or at
any one time) shall be determined by the
following mathematical formula:

(Individual estimate) XM

=Number of vessels allowed

Total estimate for all permit holders

(Note: as used In this formula, M Is equal to the maximum number of vessels allowed
in the agreement area—elther quarterly or at any one time).

Examere: If an individual estimate of vessels to be employed in the agreement area Is 12,
and the total estimate of vessels to be employed in the agreement area by all permit holders
is 240, and where 120 is equal to the maximum number of vessels allowed in the agreement

area, during the 1976 season,
12120

then e =Number of vessels allowed or 8 vessels allowed
Examere: for quarterly determination where M=175, during the 1976 season:
th L =17 vessels
BT a0y

Examrere: for maximum number of vessels on grounds determination where M=120,

during the 1976 season:
12X 120
300

- =4.8 or 5 vessels

Therefore, the vessel owner with 12 permilts could have 7 vessels authorized to fish
during the gquarter, but only 5 vessels could actually be on the fishing grounds at any one

time during that quarter.

(3) The Regional Director shall notify
each permit holder of the UB number of
each vessel he may not employ in the
agreement area for the applicable period.

(4) The Regional Director will notify
officials of the Federative Republic of
Brazil 30 days after reports are due from
permit holders of the UB numbers pro-
hibited from engaging in fishing in the
area of agreement for the applicable
period.

(5) Substitutions for vessels shall be
allowed provided that written notice is
made to the Regional Director stating
the name and UB number of the vessel
that is to be substituted and the name
and UB number of the vessel that is to be
replaced. No later than 10 days following
receipt of such notice, the Regional Di-
rector shall notify officials of the Federa-
tive Republic of Brazil of the substitu-
tion and shall notify the permit holder
in writing that he is authorized to make
the substitution no earlier than 30 days
subsequent to the date of the letter of
authorization. The letter authorizing the
substitution shall be carried aboard the
substitute vessel by the master or other
person in charge of the vessel. The vessel
displaced by the substitution shall not be
permitted to fish within the agreement
area later than 30 days after the date of
the letter authorizing the substitution. A
permit holder may make as many sub-
stitutions as he desires, except that a ves-
sel removed from the agreement area by
substitution shall not be a substitute for
another vessel during the same period.

(e) Failure of any permit holder to
timely submit the reports under para-
graph (d) or (d) (1) of this section may
result in withdrawal of any or all permits
held by him and the denial of the right

to fish within the area of agreement. In
lieu of the penalty herein provided, the
Reglonal Director, at his discretion may
determine the maximum number of ves-
sels that shall be employed in the agree-
ment area by each permit holder failing
to timely file the required reports and
shall determine the UB number of each
vessel which is to be excluded from fish-
ing in the agreement area.

§ 245.11 Procedure for hearings under
§§ 245.4 and 245.9(e).

(a) The applicant or permit holder, as
the case may be, shall be given written
notice by registered or certified mall, re-
turn receipt requested, of any proposed
action under §§ 245.4 or 245.9(¢c). Such
notice shall:

(1) specify the action proposed to be
taken along with a summary of the rea-
sons therefor;

(2) advise the applicant or permit
holder that he is entitled to a hearing
thereon, if a written request for such a
hearing is received by the Regional Di-
rector within 10 days after receipt of the
aforesaid notice or such other date as
may be specified in the notice to the ap-
plicant or permit holder. The time and
place for the hearing, if requested by the
applicant or permit holder, shall be de-
termined by the Regional Director and
written notice thereof given to the appli-
cant or permit holder by registered or
certified malil, return receipt requested,
not less than 15 days prior to the date of
the hearing specified. The applicant or
permit holder may appear in person or
by counsel at such hearing or in lieu of a
personal appearance may submit such
affidavits or depositions as he deems nec-
essary in support of his position. An ap-
plicant, permit holder, or counsel may
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submit all relevant material, data, views,
comments, witnesses, arguments, or ex-
hibits at the hearing. A summary record
shall be kept of any such hearing.

(b) The Regional Director shall make
a decision regarding the applicant or
permit holder as soon as practicable
after the close of the period during which
a hearing could have been requested.

(¢) Notice of the decision of the Re-
gional Director shall be mailed by regis-
tered or certified mail, return receipt re-
quested, to the applicant or permit
holder.

(d) The decision of the Regional Di-
rector shall become the decision of the
Director and shall be effective, final, and
binding fifteen (15) days after the date
postmarked unless within this fifteen
(15) day period the applicant or permit
holder appeals the decision of the Re-
gional Director to the Director. If the
applicant or permit holder requests an
appeal he shall include along with such
request such evidence or arguments as
he believes necessary for the Director to
act on his appeal. If necessary the Di-
rector may allow additional time for the
submission of evidence or arguments by
the applicant or permit holder. The Di-
rector shall make a decision upon the
appeal as soon as practicable. Notice of
the decision of the Director shall be
mailed by registered or certified mail,
return receipt requested, to the appli-
cant or permit holder. The Director’s
decision shall be effective the date post-
marked and shall be final and binding.

Subpart B—Hearings Involving Civil Pen-
alties Under § 245.9(a) and § 245.9(b)

§ 245.20 Notice of proposed assessment;
opportunity for hearing.

(a) Prior to the assessment of a civil
penalty pursuant to §245.9 (a) or (b),
a notice of proposed assessment issued
by the Director shall be served personally
or by registered or certified mail, return
receipt requested, upon the vessel owner,
master or other person in charge of a
vessel believed to be subject to a penalty
(the “respondent”). The notice shall
contain:

(1) A concise statement of the facts
believed to show a violation;

(2) A specific reference to the provi-
sions of the Act, regulations, or permit
allegedly violated; and

(3) The amount of penalty proposed
to be assessed.

The notice shall inform the respondent
that he has 20 days from receipt of the
notice in which to request a hearing or
to waive it. The request or waiver shall
be in writing and addressed to the Di-
rector, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
jce, U.8S. Department of Commerce,
Washington, D.C. 20235. The notice shall
further inform the respondent that if he
does not respond to the notice within the
20 days allowed, he shall be deemed to
have waived his right to a hearing and
10 have consented to the making of an
assessment without a hearing.

(b) With his request for a hearing or
with his written waiver of a hearing, the
respondent may submit objections to the
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proposed assessment., He may deny the
existence of the violation or-ask that no
penalty be assessed or that the amount
be reduced. The respondent must set
forth in full all facts supporting his de-
nial of the alleged violation or his request
for relief.,

8 245.21 Waiver of hearing; t
of penalty.

(a) If a written waiver of a hearing
is timely made, or if a hearing is deemed
to have been waived as provided in § 245.-
20(a), the Director shall proceed either
to make an assessment of a civil
penalty or to rescind the proposed as-
sessment, taking into consideration such
showing as may have been made by re-
spondent pursuant to § 245.20(b). Such
action shall become the final administra-
tive decision of the Secretary when
rendered and any civil penalty assessed
shall be collected in accordance with
§ 245.30. Notice of such final decision
shall be promptly sent to the respondent
by registered or certified mail, return re-
ceipt requested.

(d)- If, despite the waiver of a hear-
ing, the Director believes that there are
material facts at issue which cannot
otherwise be satisfactorily resolved, he
may refer the case to an administrative
law judge as provided in §245.22.

§ 245.22 Appointment of Administrative
Law Judge and Agency Representa-
tive; Notice of hearing.

(a) If a written request for a hearing
has been timely made, or the Director
determines, pursuant to § 245.21(b), that
a hearing should be held, the case shall
be assigned to an administrative law
judge appointed pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
3105. Written notice of the assignment
shall promptly be given to the respond-
ent by the Director, together with the
name and address of the person who will
present evidence on behalf of the Secre-
retary at the hearing (the agency rep-
resentative), and thereafter all plead-
ings and other documents shall be filed
directly with the administrative law
judge, with a copy served on the agency
representative or the respondent as the
case may be.

(b) The Director shall deliver to the
administrative law judge a copy of the
notice of proposed assessment, and re-
sponse to the respondent thereto, and
other materials deemed relevant to the
case and shall furnish to the respond-
ent a copy of any such materials not al-
ready in respondent's possession.

(¢) The administrative law judge shall
promptly cause to be served on the par-
ties notice of the time and place of the
hearings, which shall not be less than ten
(10) days after service of the notice of
hearing except in extraordinary cir-
cumstances.

§ 245.23 Failure to appear; official tran-
script; record for decision.

(a) If the respondent fails to appear
at the hearing, he will be deemed to have
consented to a decision being rendered
on the record made at the hearing.

(b) The Director shall provide the
services of an official reporter who shall
make the only official transecript of the
proceedings. Copies of the official tran-
script may be obtained from the official
reporter upon payment of the charges
therefor.

(¢) The transecript of testimony and
exhibits, together with all papers and re-
quests filed in the proceedings, shall con-
stitute the exclusive record for decision,

§ 245.24 Duties and powers of the Ad-
ministrative Law Judge.

(a) It shall be the duty of the admin-
istrative law judge to inquire fully into
the facts as they relate to the matter
before him. Upon assignment to him and
before submission of the case, pursuant
to §245.28, to the Secretary, the admin-
i;trative law judge shall have authority

(1) Rule on offers of proof axd receive
relevant evidence:

(2) Take or cause depositions to be
taken whenever the ends of justice would
be served thereby;

(3) Regulate the course of the hear-
ing and, if appropriate, exclude from the
hearings persons who engage in miscon-
duct, and strike all testimony of wit-
nesses refusing to answer any questions
ruled to be proper which are related to
such questions;

(4) Hold conferences for the settle-
ment or simplification of the issues by
consent of the parties or upon his own
motion;

(5) Dispose of procedural requests,
motions or similar matters and order
hearings reopened prior to issuance of
the administrative law judge's report and
recommendations;

(6) Grant requests for appearance of
witnesses or production of documents;

. (7) Limit lines of guestioning or testi-
mony which are immaterial, irrelevant,
or unduly repetitious;

(8) Examine and cross-examine wit-
nesses and introduce into the record doc-
umentary or other evidence;

(9) Request the parties at any time
during the hearing to state their re-
spective positions concerning any issue
4n the case or theory in support thereof;

(10) Continue, at his discretion, the
hearing from day-to-day, or adjourn it
to a later date or to a different place;

(11) Take official notice of any mat-
ters not appearing in evidence in the rec-
ord which are among the traditional
matters of judicial notice; or of techni-
cal or scientific facts within the general
or specialized knowledge of the Depari-
ment of Commerce as an expert body; or
of a document required to be filed with or
published by a duly constituted Govern-
ment body: Provided, That the parties
shall be given notice, either during the
hearing or by reference in the admin-
istrative law judge’s decision, of the mat-
ters so noticed, and shall be given ade-
quateé opportunity to show the contrary;

(12) Prepare, serve, and submit his
initial decision pursuant to § 245.28;

(13) Take any other action necessary
and not prohibited by this section or the
Act.
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€ 245.25 Appearance of the respondent
and the agency representative.

The respondent and the agency repre-
sentative shall have the right to appear
at such hearing in person, by counsel, or
by other representative, to examine and
cross-examine witnesses to the extent
required for a full and true disclosure of
the facts, to conduct oral argument at
the close of testimony and to introduce
into the record relevant documentary or
other evidence, except that the partici-
pation of either party shall be limited to
the extent prescribed by the administra-
tive law judge.

£ 245.26 Evidence. =

All evidence which is relevant, mate-
rial, reliable, and probative, and not un-
duly repetitious or cumulative, shall be
admissible in the hearing.

§ 245.27 Filing of briefs.

The respondent and the agency repre-
sentative may submit a brief to the ad-
ministrative law judge. The original and
one copy of such brief shall be filed within
7 days after the close of the hearing.
except that the administrative law judge
may, for good cause, grant an extension
of such time for filing.

§ 245.28 Decisions.

(a) After the close of the hearing and
the receipt of briefs, if any, the adminis-
trative law judge shall expeditiously pre-
pare an initial decision. The initial de-
cision shall contain findings of fact, con-
clusions, and the reasons or basis there-
for, upon the material issues presented,
and shall specifically find whether the
respondent committed the violations al-
leged and, if so, the amount of the e¢ivil
penalty to be assessed.

(b) The administrative law judge shall
cause his initial decision to be served on
the respondent and the agency repre-
sentative within 20 days after the close of
the hearing or the receipt of all briefs,
whichever is later, and shall forthwith
transfer the record in the case to the
Secretary through the Director,

(c) Within 10 days of receipt of the
Initial decision of the administrative law
judge, either the respondent or the
agency representative may file with the
Secretary by serving the Director, an ap-
peal of the initial decision. If no appeal
is received within such period, the initial
decision shall become the final adminis-
trative decision of the Secretary. If an
appeal is received within such period,
the Secretary shall render a final de-
cision after considering the record and
the appeal. Notice of an appeal by either

party shall be promptly given in writing
to the other party and notice of the See-
retary’s final decision upon appeal shall
be promptly given in writing to both
parties.
§245.29 'Remission, miligal‘non, or com-
promise,

For good cause shown, the Secretary
may at any time remit, mitigate, or com-
bromise the assessment of 4 civil penalty
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made under the provisions of these regu-
lations,

§ 245.30 Payment of penalty.

The respondent shall have 30 days
from receipt of the final assessment de-
cision within which to pay the penalty
assessed. Upon a failure to pay the pen-
alty, the Secretary may request the At-
torney General to institute a civil action
in the appropriate United States District
Court to collect the penalty.

§ 245.31 Notice to vessel owner.

The Director shall notify any vessel
owner involved in a violation under
§ 245.6 of the outcome of any proceeding
against the master or other person in
charge of the vessel.

[FR Doc.76-11586 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

Title 7—Agriculture

SUBTITLE A—OFFICE OF THE
SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE

PART 2—DELEGATIONS OF AUTHORITY
BY THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE
AND GENERAL OFFICERS OF THE DE-
PARTMENT

Revision of Delegations of Authority To
Reflect Establishment of the Position of
Deputy Under Secretary for Congres-

sional and Public Affairs

Part 2, Subtitle A, Title 7, Code of
Federal Regulations, is amended to re-
flect the establishment of a new position
of Deputy Under Secretary for Congres-
sional and Public Affairs; by revoking
the delegations of authority to the Dep-~
uty Under Secretary for Congressional
Relations; and by revising the delega-
tions of authority to the Under Secre-
tary, as follows:

1. Section 2.15(d) is amended to read
as follows:

§ 2,15  Delegations of Authority to the

Under Secretary.
» . L » »

(d) Related to congressional and pub-
lic affairs. (1) Exercise responsibility for
coordination of all Congressional mat-
ters in the Department.

(2) Maintain liaison with the Con-
gress and the White House on legislative
matters of concern to the Department.

(3) Advise and counsel general officers
on public affair matters of concern to the
Department,

2. Section 2.47 is amended to read as
follows:

§ 2.47 Deputy Under Secretary for Con-
gressional and Public Affairs,

a. Delegations. Pursuant to § 2.15(d),
the following delegations of authority
are made by the Under Secretary to the
Deputy Under Secretary for Congres-
sional and Public Affairs:

(1) Coordinate all Congressional mat-
ters in the Department.

(2) Maintain liaison with the Con-
gress and the White House on legislative
matters of concern to the Department.

(3) Advise and counsel general officers
on public affair matters of concern to
the Department,
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Effective Date: These amendments
shall become effective upon April 22,
1976.

For Subpart C
Dated: April 19, 1976.

JOHN A. KNEBEL,
Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

For Subpart E
Dated: April 19, 1976.

JouN A, KNEBEL,
Under Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-117068 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

CHAPTER I—AGRICULTURAL MARKETING
SERVICE (STANDARDS, INSPECTIONS,
MARKETING PRACTICES), DEPART-
MENT OF AGRICULTURE

PART 52—PROCESSED FRUITS AND
VEGETABLES, PROCESSED PRODUCTS
THEREOF, AND CERTAIN OTHER PROC-
ESSED FOOD PRODUCTS

U.S. Standards for Grades of Frozen Field
Peas and Frozen ilack-Eye Feas

On January 26, 1976, a document was
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER (41
FR 3741) proposing to revise the U.S.
Standards for Grades of Frozen Field
Peas and Frozen Black-eye Peas.

These grade standards are issued un-
der the authority of the Agricultural
Marketing Act of 1946 (Sec. 205, 60 Stat.
1090, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1624) which
provides for the issuance of official U.S.
grades to designate different levels of
quality for the voluntary use by pro-
dugers, buyers, and consumers. Official
grading services are also provided un-
der this act and upon payment of a fee
to cover the cost of such services,

Nore: Compllance with the provisions of
these standards shall not excuse failure to
comply with the provisions of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, or with ap-
plicable Btate laws and regulations.

STATEMENT OF CONSIDERATION
LEADING TO THE REVISION

The revision was requested by the
American Frozen Food Institute (AFFI) .
AFFI requested the Department to de-
velop a statistical procedure for evaluat-
ing the quality of frozen field peas and
frozen black-eye peas. After its de-
velopment, the procedure was to be used
on a trial basis to substantiate accuracy
and workability,

The revision was requested to adapt
the U.8. standards to the method of har-
vesting which is currently being used for
field peas and black-eye peas intended
for freezing. A large part of the crop is
harvested with mechanical field shellers.
These shellers remove the peas from the
pods at the growing site and return the
pods to the soil. Shelled peas are then
trucked to a specific processing location,
At the processing site, the peas are
cleaned, washed, sorted, blanched, and
frozen either in individual packages or

large bins to await packaging at a later
date.
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Field shelled peas cause problems for
producers. The most obvious problem is
the loss of green color in the peas. This
is because the producer must compromise
between optimum tenderness and maxi-
mum yield. If the pess are harvested too
early, the units are green and tender,
but many immature peas are not shelled
by the harvester and are returned fo the
soil, This is a waste of human food. If
the peas are harvested too late, the
units are not green and are less tender,
but the yield of human food is greater.

Other problems occurring with field
shelled peas are loss of green color while
the peas are being transported to the
processing plant, increased damage to
the peas in the form of broken peas and
loose skins, and increased occurrence of
extraneous vegetable material (broken
pods, stems, and leaves) inadvertently
included with the peas.

Some of these problems can be cor-
rected by mechanical means, Water flo-
tation can be used to remove excessive
amounts of broken peas and loose skins,
Forced air equipment end vibrating
cleaners can be used to remove a large
part of the harmless vegetable material.
However, hand sorting by wage-earning
persons is required to completely remove
defects from the shelled peas. The more
intense the hand sorting, the more costly
the product becomes for the consumer.
Therefore, a balance between costs of
the peas to the consumer and amount of
defects that would be tolerated by the
consumer must be established. Some
hand sorting would be reauired, but in-
tense hand sorting would not be prac-
tical, In considering the problem of loss
of green color during transport, the De-
partment knows of no way, without re-
frigeration, to overcome the problem.
Refrigeration might, again, increase the
cost of the product to the consumer and
be impractical from an energy conserv-
ing standpoint.

In consideration of all of the problems
associated with field shelled peas, the De-
partment agreed to draft a proposed re-
vision of the U.S. standards and to study
it under actual production conditions.
The proposed revision was a statistical
procedure. In 1975, four processing loca-
tions were selected for the test study.
All data, collected during the study, in-
dicated that the proposed revision was
workable and accurate.

The proposed revision would make im-
portant adjustments in the U.S, stand-

ards. It would require fewer peas to be

green, change the definition of green,
and allow an increase of tender, green,
harmless vegetable material to occur in
the sample. However, less coarse vege-
table material would be allowed.

Interested persons were given 30 days
to offer comments, views, data, and argu-
ments in connection with the proposed
revision of the U.S. standards. One com~
ment was received.

The comment could neither be inter-
preted as opposing or supporting the re-
vision. The comment guestioned the re-
lationship between appearance of the
peas and their nutritional value, It re-
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nuested that nutritional requirements be
established in the U.8. standards.

Provisions for nutritional labeling of
processed foods have been established
under the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-
metic Act and the Fair Packaging and
Labeling Act of the Department of
Hedlth, Education, and Welfare (HEW),
Some manufacturers of processed foods
have established nutritional labeling of
their food produets and these foods are
available to the consumer at retail food
distribution points. The consumer is pro-
vided with the choice of selecting either
nutritionally labeled foods or foods with
no nutritional information on the label.

U.S. standards evaluate the food prod-
uct on the basis of eye-appeal, freedom
from defects, maturity and tenderness,
freedom from objectionable flavors and
odors, palatability, and assign a grade
level indicating the relative excellence of
these and other factors. Excellence of a
food product based on its eye-appeal to
the consumer and the nutritional value
of the food may or may not be related. A
nutritionally acceptable food may be ob-
jectional because of poor flavor and odor,
lack of tenderness, dull appearance, or
other factors. Yet, another food may be
nutritionally acceptable and possess a
high level of desirable traits which the
consumeyr demands.

The U.S. standards, although not nu-
tritional standards, give the consumer a
grade level which indicates the probable
worth of the food product based on its
relative freedom from undesirable char-
acteristics. Buyers and sellers can use the
grade level to establish a price for the
food based on its quality and acceptabil-
ity to the ultimate user—the consumer.

After due consideration of the one
comment to the proposed revision of the
U.S. stendards and the absence of any
formal comments objecting to the revi-
sion, the Department concludes that the
U.S. standards should be revised and
made availakle for the 1976 crop of field
peas and black-eye peas.

Accordingly, the United States Stand-
ards for Grades of Frozen Field Peas and
Frozen Black-eye Peas are revised as sef
forth in the Feperal REGISTER of Janu-
ary 26, 1976 (41 FR 3741) ..

Effective date. This revision shall be-
come effective May 24, 1976.

The revision is as follows:
Subpart—United States Standards for Grades of
Frozen Field Peas and Frozen Biack-Eye Peas

Sec.

52.1661
52,1662
52.1663
52.1664
52.1665
52,1666
52.1667
52 1668

Product description.

Styles.
pes.

Definitions of terms,

Sample unit size.

Grades. 5

Factors of quality.

Classification of defects and grade
compliance.

Classification of color and grade
compliance.

Determining flavor, odor, presence
of grit, maturity, tenderness, and
texture.

Lot acceptance for style.

Sample size.

Lot acceptance for quality.

Defect tally.

52.1669
52.1670

52.1671
52.1672
52.1673
52,1674
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AurHorITY: Agricultural Marketing Act of
1946, Sec. 205, 60 Stat. 1090, as amended; 7
U.8.C. 1624,

§ 52.1661 Product description.

“Frozen field peas’ and “frozen Black-
eye peas”, called “frozen peas” in these
standards, means the frozen product pre-
pared from clean, sound, fresh, seed of
proper maturity of the field pea plant
(Vigna sinensis), by shelling, sorting,
washing, blanching, and properly drain-
ing. The product is frozen and main-
tained at temperatures necessary for
preservation. “Frozen peas’” may contain
succulent, unshelled pods (snaps) of the
field pea plant as an optional ingredient
used as a garnish.

§ 52.1662 Styles.

(a) “Frozen peas”.
(b) “Frozen peas with snaps”.

§ 52.1663 Types.

(a) Single type. Frozen peas that have
distinct similarities of color and shape
for the type are not considered ‘“‘mixed"
Single types include, but are not limited
to, the following:

(1) “Black-eye peas” or other similar
varietal types, such as *“Purple-hull
peas”, that have a light-colored skin, a
definite éye (contrasting color around
the hilum), and are bean shaped;

(2) “Crowder peas” of various groups,
such as “Brown Crowder”, that are near-
1y round in shape and have blunt or
square ends;

(3) “Cream peas” of various groups,
including “White Acre”, that have a solid
cream-colored skin and are generally
bean shaped; and

(4) “Field peas” means any varietal
group or type of the field pea plant that
has similar color and shape characteris-
tics and includes “Black-eye peas”,
“Crowder peas”, and “Cream peas”.

(b) Mized tupc. Frozen peas that are
a mixture of two or more distinct single
varietal groups or are not distinguishable
as a single varietal group shall be consid-
ered “mixed” type.

§ 52.1664 Definitions of terms.

(a) Absolute limit (AL). The maxi-
mum number of defects; or the minimum
number of “color attributes” permitted
in a sample unit.

(b) Acceptable quality level (AQL).
The maximum percent defective, or the
maximum number of defects per hun-
dred units; minimum percent “color ai-
tributes”, or the minimum number.of
“color attributes” per hundred units,
that, for purposes of acceptance sam-
pling inspection, can be considered sat-
isfactory as a process average.

(¢) Blemished. “Blemished” means
discolored, spotted, or damaged by any
means to the extent that the appearance
or eating quality is materially affected.

(d) Broken. “Broken” means the skin
or portionsiof the skin, the cotyledon or
portions of the cotyledon, have become
separated from the unit. “Broken" is not
applicable to “snaps” in the style of
“frozen peas with snaps”.

(e) Character. “Character” refers to
the maturity and tenderness of the frozen
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peas, including snaps. Character is de-
termined after cooking the product by
the “cooking procedure” described in
§ 52.1670.

(1) Good character. The units are ten-
der and in a reasonably young stage of
maturity and are practically uniform in
texture and tenderness.

(2) Reasonadbly good character. The
units are reasonably tender and in a
fairly young stage of maturity and may
be variable in texture and tenderness;
and the cotyledons may be mealy or
firm but are not hard.

(f) Defect. Any nonconformance with
a specified requirement. Defects are
classified as “minor”, “major”, “severe”,
or “critical”.

(g) Deviant. As applied to these stand-
ards, “deviant” means a sample unit that
fails the requirements for the prerequi-
site factors of overall appearance, flavor
and odor, freedom from grit, character,
and freedom from broken peas; Pro-
vided: That such sample unit is not more
than one grade below the intended or in-
dicated grade.

(h) Dissimilar varieties. In single types
only, peas that are of markedly different
varietal eolors and/or shapes. “Dissim-
ilar varieties” is not applicable to snaps
in the style of “frozen peas with snaps”.

(i) Harmless extraneous vegetable
material,

(1) In the style of “frozen peas”:

(1) Class 1—Hulls or pieces of un-
shelled pods (snaps), leaves, small ten-
der stems, or ofher similar vegetable
material; and

(i) Class 2—Coarse, fibrous units -of
vegetable material which are harmless.

(2) In the style of “frozen peas with
snaps":

(1) Class 1—Leaves, small tender
stems, or other similar vegetable ma-
terial, except “snaps'; and

(ii) Class 2—Coarse, fibrous units of
vegetable material which are harmless.

(j) Flavor and odor.

(1) Good flavor and odor. The prod-
uct, after cooking, has a good, charac-
teristic normal flavor and odor and is
free from objectionable flavors and ob-
Jjectionable odors of any kind.

(2) Reasonably good fiavor and odor.
The product, after cooking, may be lack-
Ing in good flavor but is free from ob-
Jectionable flavors and objectionable
odorsof any kind.

(k) Grit. Sand, silt, or other earthy
materials.

() Sample. The number of sample
units to be used for inspection of a lot.

(m) Sample unit, The amount of prod-
uet specified to be used for inspection,
It may be:

2 (1) The entire contents of a contain-
T, or

(2) A portion of the contents of a con-
tainer; or

(3) A combination of the contents of
twp or more containers; or

(%) A portion of unpacked product.

‘n) Shriveled. A unit that is seriously
Wrinkled in appearance, exchiding
: snaps”,

(0) Snap. A succulent, unshelled pod
of the field pea or Black-eye pea plant.
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(p) Unrit. Any individual frozen pea;
or any individual succulent, unshelied
pod.

§ 52.1665 Sample unit size,

Compliance with requirements for all
factors of quality is based on the follow-
ing sample unit sizes:

(a) “White Acre”"—5 ounces (141.75

grams) .

(b) All other types—I10 ounces (283.5
grams),
§ 52.1666 Grades,

(a) “U.S. Grade A” is the quality of
frozen peas that:

(1) Meets the following prerequisites
(with deviants as specified in § 52.1673
@));

(1) Has a bright overall appearance;

(i) Has a good flavor and odor;

(iii) Is practically free from grit;

(iv) Has a good character;

(v) Weight of broken peas does not
excede 0.25 ounce (7.1 grams) for
“White Acre” peas and does not exceed
025 ounce (7.1 grams) for “White
Acre” peas and does not exceed 0.5 ounce
(14.2 grams) for all other types: and

(2) Is within the limits for defects as
classified in Table I and specified in
Tables IT and III.

(b) "U.S. Grade B” is the quality of
frozen peas that:

(1) Meets the following prerequisites
(w)u;h deviants as specified in § 52.1673
@) ;
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(1) Has an overall appearance that
may be dull but is not off-color:

(i) Has a reasonably good flavor and
odor;

(iii) Is practically free from grit;

(iv) Has a reasonably good characier;

(v) Weight of broken peas does not
exceed 0.5 ounce (142 grams) for
“White Acre” peas and 1 ounce (28.35
grams) for all other types; and

(2) Is within the limits for defects as
classified In Table I and specified in
Tables IT and IIT.

(c) “Substandard” is the quality of
frozen peas that fail to meet the require-
ments for U.S. Grade B,

§ 52.1667 Factors of quality.

(a) The grade of a sample of frozen
peas is based on compliance with the
prerequisites specified in § 52.1666 and
with limits for the following quality
factors:

(1) Dissimilar varieties:

(2) Harmless extraneous vegetable
material;

(3) Blemished units:

(4) Shriveled units; and

(5) Color attributes.

§52.1668 Classification of defects and
grade compliance.

(a) Defects are classified as “minor”,
“major”, “severe”, or “critical”. Each
;X: mark in Table I represents “one de-
ect”.

(b) Classification of defects:

Tasre I

Quality factors

Defects

Classification
Msajor  Severs Critical

Minor

Dissimilar varieties. ... . ____ .

terial,

Eschunit!_____ .. =
Harmless extraneous vegetable ma- Class 1 (each unit) 2
Class 2 (each unit,
T B N e Eachunit.. ... ...
Bhrjvaled. oo s e ey | SRR

1 Not-applicable 1o “mixed" tyi

pes.
3 Not applicable to “‘snaps’in the style of “frozen peas with snaps,"

(¢) Grade compliance:

TasLe I
Maximum defects permitted
Absviute Umit (AL) . ........_..... L /4 82 5 2 100 40 9 4
Grade A Grade B
Number-of ssple units_ ... ... Total! Major Bevere Critieal Totalt Major Bevere Critical
In the total sample

Y e oS se e sna ke A A St 60 26 3 0 a1 42 6 2

2. i 48 6 1 174 77 1n 3

I3 167 00 8 2 256 13 16 5

4. 219 90 10 2 337 147 19 6
5. 2n 110 11 3 a7 182 2 7
6. 322 131 13 8 07 218 26 3
(X 378 151 15 4 577 250 30 9
8 425 171 w 4 857 284 a3 10
9.. 478 102 19 4 736 318 37 11
10 528 212 20 5 816 352 4 1
s 577 22 22 ] 805 385 44 12
2. 628 252 24 5 " 49 8 13
13.. 679 272 25 8 1,058 452 51 14
14, 720 201 27 o 1,132 486 85 15
15, 780 amn 20 8 1,211 519 58 10
16.. 830 331 80 v 1,200 653 62 37
17.. 881 351 32 7 1,360 586 65 18
18.... 9381 871 33 v 1,447 619 w0 19
19... 81 390 35 7 1,526 653 72 19
2... 1,032 410 37 8 1,605 636 76 20
R o e e oA s ] 1,082 430 a8 8 1,083 719 79 zn
Acceptable quality level (AQL)__ .0 270 0.20 0.08 noe 4.60 045 0.10

1 Total = Minor -- major + severe

4 critical., )
3 Based on an average count of 1,400 units for “whit e scre” Peasand 700 units for ail other types per 10 oz, packnges
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§ 52.1669 Classification of ecolor and
grade compliance.

(a) General. The requirement for
“color attributes” is applicable for Grade
A classification only. “Color attributes”
does not apply to units of “snaps” in the
style of “frozen peas with snaps.” -

(b) Color attributes, “Color attributes”
are defined as follows:

(1) “Black-eye peas” and other simi-
lar varietal types—Each unit that has an
obvious green color.

£2) “Crowder peas’—Each unit with
a color that is characteristic of very
young peas.

(3) “Cream peas”—Each unit that has
an obvious green color.

(4) “Field peas” and “mizved types"—
Each unit with a color that is character-
istic of very young peas.

(¢) Compliance. For the purposes of
determining compliance with the re-
guirements of Grade A color, the appli-
cable varietal type shall meet the accept-
ance numbers for color attributes in
Table III.

TasLe II1

Minimam number permitted
73 119

Black-eye peas,
cream peas, field  Crowder peas
peas, and mixed (color atiributes)

Lypes
(color attributes)

Number of
sample units

In the total sample

e e
-3 e
288228

232

21
Acooptable quality
level (AQI) !

=2
-

-
<

t Based on an average count of 1,400 units for “white
acre’’ peas and 700 units for all other types per 10 oz

poaokage.

§ 52.1670 Determining flavor, odor,
presence of grit, maturity, tenderness,
and texture.

(a) General. The cooking procedure is
used to determine compliance with the
requirements for flavor, odor, presence of
grit, maturity, tenderness, and texture.

(b) Cooking procedure. Place 10
ounces (283.5 grams) of thawed product
in a 2 quart (1.9 liter) sauce.pan con-
taining 400 milliliters of tap water (with-
out the addition of salt) that has been
brought to a boil. Continue to heat
rapidly until the water begins to boil
again. Cover the pan and boil for 40
minutes, reducing the heat to maintain a
constant boil. Immediately after cooking,
pour the product on to a flat receptacle
and spread out to cool. The product
should be evaluated for flavor, odor,
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presence of grit, maturity, tenderness,
and texture while warm.

§ 52.1671 Lot acceptance for style,

In the style of “frozen peas with snaps,”
the number of sample units that contain
less than 3 snaps or more than 10 per-
cent, by weight, of snaps shall not exceed
the acceptance number specified in the
sampling plans in the “Regulations Goy=
erning Inspection of Processed Fruits and
Vegetables and Related Products”
(§ 52.38).

§ 52.1672 Sample size.

(a) General. The sample size to deter-
mine compliance with requirements for
prerequisites specified in § 52.1666 for
other quality factors, shall be as specified
in the sampling plans and procedures in
the “Regulations Governing Inspection of
Processed Fruits and Vegetables and Re-
lated Products’ (§ 52.38) for Lot Inspec-
tion or on-line Inspection, as applicable.

(b) Deviants. The acceptance numbers
for deviants specified in the sampling
plans cited in paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion apply only to the prerequisite factors
specified for the grade in § 52.1666. They
do not apply to the quality factors cov-
ered by the sampling plans in § 52.1668
and § 52.1669.

§ 52,1673 Lot acceprance for quality.

A lot of frozen peas Is considered as
meeting the requirements for quality if:

(a) The number of deviants for the
prerequisites specified for the applicable
grade in § 52.1666 does not exceed the
acceptance number specified in the sam-
pling plans in the ‘“Regulations Govern-
ing Inspection of Processed Fruits and
Vegetables and Related Products”
(§ 52.38).

(b) The values permitted and the AL
values for the applicable defect classifi-
cations specified in Tables II and III are
not exceeded.

§ 52.1674 Defect tally.

Defect tally for frozen field peas and frozen black-cye peas

No, size, and kind of container

La

Container mark

Not weight

Sample unit No

Prerequisite grade.

Reason downgraded

Minor Major Severs Critical

Dissimilar varieties.

Blemishad

Shriveled

Harmless extraneous vegetable material

Total (cach class)

Cumulative total (ench class)

Total (sample unit) .-
Cumulative total (sample). . _.........

Dated: April 16, 1976.

Donatp E. WILKINSON,
Administrator.

[FR Doc.76-11479 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET-
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE-
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE-
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE

[Naval Orange Regulation 377]
PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES GROWN IN

ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART OF
CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling

This regulation fixes the quantity of
California-Arizona Navel oranges that
may be shipped to fresh market during
the weekly regulation period April 23-
29, 1976. It is issued pursuant to the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended, and Marketing Order
No, 907. The quantity of Navel oranges
so fixed was arrived at after considera-
tion of the total available supply of
Navel oranges, the quantity currently
avallable for market, the fresh market
demand for Navel oranges, Navel orange
prices, and the relationship of season

average returns to the parity price for
Navel oranges.
§ 907.677 Navel Orange Regulation 377,

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar-
keting agreement, as amended, and
Order No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part
907), regulating the handling of Navel
oranges grown in Arizona and designated
part of California, effective under the
applicable provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.8.C. 601-674), and upon
the basis of the recommendations and
information submitted by the Navel
Orange Administrative Committee, es-
tablished under the said amended mar-
keting agreement and order, and upon
other available information, it is hereby
found that the limitation of handling of
such Navel oranges, as hereinafter pro-
vided, will tend to effectuate the declared
policy of the act.

(2) The need for this regulation to
limit the respective quantities of Navel
oranges that may be marketed from Dis-
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trict 1, District 2, and District 3 during
the ensuing week stems from the produc-
tion and marketing situation confronting
the Navel orange industry.

(1) The committee has submitted its
recommendation with respect to the
quantities of Navel oranges that should
be marketed during the next succeeding
week. Such recommendation, designed to
provide equity of marketing opportunity
to handlers in all districts, resulted from
consideration of the factors enumerated
in the order. The committee further re-
ports that the fresh market demand for
Navel oranges continues soft, with no
anticipated improvement, Prices f.0.b.
averaged $3.11 a carton on a reported
sales volume of 1,336 carlots last week,
compared with an average £.0.b. price of
$3.11 per carton and sales of 1,324 carlots
a week earlier. Track and rolling sup-
plies at 674 cars were up 72 cars from last
week.

(ii) Having considered the recom-
mendation and information submitted
by the committee, and other available
information, the Secretary finds that the
respective quantities of Navel oranges
which may be handled should be fixed
as hereinafter set forth.

(3) It is hereby further found that it is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest to give preliminary notice, en-
gage in public rule-making procedure,
and postpone the effective date of this
regulation until 30 days after publica-
tion hereof in the FeperanL REGISTER (5
U.B8.C. 553) because the time intervening
between the date when information upon
which this regulation is based became
available and the time this regulation
must become effective in order to effec-
tuate the declared policy of the act is
insufficient, and a reasonable time is per-
mitted, under the circumstances, for
preparation for such effective time; and
good cause exists for making the pro-
visions hereof effective as hereinafter set
forth. The committee held an open meet-
ing during the current week, after giv-
ing due notice thereof, to consider supply
and market conditions for Navel oranges
and the need for regulation; interested
persons were afforded an opportunity to
submit information and views at this
meeting; the recommendation and sup-
porting information for regulation, in-
cluding its effective time, are identical
with the aforesaid recommendation of
the committee, and information concern-
ing such provisions and effective time has
been disseminated among handlers of
such Navel oranges; it is necessary, in
order to effectuate the declared policy of
the act, to make this regulation effective
during the period herein specified; and
compliance with this regulation will not
require any special preparation on the
part of persons subject hereto which can-
not be completed on or before the effec-
tive date hereof, Such committee meet-
ing was held on April 20, 1976.
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(b) Order, (1) The respective quanti-
ties of Navel oranges grown in Arizona
and designated part of California which
may be handled during the period April
23, 1976, through April 29, 1976, are
hereby fixed as follows:

(1) Distriet 1: 1,107,000 cartons:

(ii) District 2: 243,000 cartons;

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement,”

(2) As used in this section, “handled,”
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,”
and “carton’ have the same meaning as
when used in said amended marketing
agreement and order.

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
601-874)

Dated: April 21, 1976,

CHARLES R, BRADER,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.

[FR Dor.76-11948 Filed 4-21-76;12:30 pm|

2 [959.8316 Amat, 3|
PART 959—ONIONS GROWN IN
SOUTH TEXAS

Handling Regulation

This amendment permits onions to be
packed and loaded for export on Sunday,
April 18 and April 25, 1976.

Findings. (a) Pursuant to Marketing
Agreement No. 143 and Order No. 959,
both as amended (7 CFR Part 959), reg-
ulating the handling of onions grown in
designated counties in South Texas, it is
hereby found that the amendment to
the handling regulation, hereinafter set
forth, will tend to effectuate the declared
policy of the act. This program is effec-
tive under the Agricultural Marketing
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7
U.S.C. 601 et seq.). The amendment is
based upon recommendations and in-
formation submitted by the South Texas
Onion Committee, established pursuant
to said marketing agreement and order,
and upon other available information.

During the last half of April, it is
anticipated that there will be one or
more exports of South Texas onions.
This amendment is necessary to pro-
vide the time for handlers to pack and
load the requested gquantity of onions
for export when such activities would
otherwise be prohibited. Current regula-
tions prohibit packing and shipping on
Sundays.

(b) It is hereby found that it is im-
practicable and contrary to the public
interest to give preliminary notice, or
engage in public rule making procedure,
and that good cause exists for not post-
poning the effective date of this amend-
ment until 30 days after publication in
the FEDERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 553) in
that (1) this amendment must become
effective immediately if producers are to
derive any benefits therefrom, (2) com-
pliance with this amendment will not re-
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quire any special preparation on the part
of handlers, (3) information regarding
the proposed regulation has been made
available to producers and handlers in
the production area, and (4) this amend-
ment relieves restrictions on the han-
dling of onions grown in the production
area,

Regulation, as amended. In § 959.316
(41 FR 4252, 13930, 15831) the introduc-
tory paragraph is hereby amended to
read as follows:

§959.316 [Amended]

During the period March 8-June 12,
1976, no handler may package or load
onions on any Sunday, except March 28,
April 18, and April 25, or handle any lot
of onions grown in the production area,
except red onions, uriless such onions
meet the assessment requirements of
§ 969216 and the requirements of para-
graphs (a), (b), (¢) and (d) of this see-
tion, or unless such onions are handled
in accordance with the provisions of
paragraphs (e) or (f) of this section ex-
cept the grade and size requirements of
paragraphs (a) and (b) and the Sunday
packaging prohibition shall terminate at
11:59 p.m. on May 8, 1976.

- » » = .
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 81, as amended; 7 US.C
601-674)

Effective date. Issued April 16, 1976,
to become effective upon issuance.
CHARLES R. BRADER,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.

[FR Do¢.76-11663 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 nm ]

CHAPTER XIV—COMMODITY CREDIT COR-
%geTlON, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL-

[1875 Crop Rice Loan and Purchase
Program, Amendment 2| -

PART 1421—GRAINS AND SIMILARLY
HANDLED COMMODITIES

1975 Crop Rice Loan and Purchase
Program; Maturity of Loans

‘The regulations issued by Commodity
Credit Corporation (CCC) and published
at 40 FR 3067, July 21, 1975, which set
forth specific requirements with respect
to loans and purchases for the 1975 crop
of rice are hereby amended to change

the loan maturity date. It is impracti-
cable and contrary to the public interest
to give notice of proposed rulemaking
with respect to this amendment because
the current maturity date is April 30,
1976. It is essential that producers be ad-
vised of this change as soon as possible
in order for such producers to plan their
marketing of 1975 rice. Therefore, Sec-
tion 1421.327 is amended to provide for
the extension of the maturity dates of
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loans to producers who enter into agree-
ments with CCC to extend the maturity
date. The revised section reads as fol-
lows:

§ 1421.327 Maturity of loans.

Unless demand is made earlier, loans
on rice will mature on April 30, 1976, ex-
cept that by written agreement between
CCC and a producer, the loan maturity
date may be extended to May 31, 1976.
(Secs. 4 and 5, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended
(15 U.8.C. T14b and c); secs. 101, 401, 63 Stat,
1061, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1441 note and
1421))

Effective date: This amendment shall
be effectivg for all loans made on the
1975 crop of rice.

Signed at Washington, D/C., on
April 16, 1976. |

KeNNETH, E. FRICK,
Execulive Vice President,
Lommodity Credit Corporation.

[FR Do0c.76-11703 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Speclfications for Bale Packaging Materials
Used in Wrapping Cotton]

PART 1427—COTTON

" Specifications for Bale Packaging
. Materials; Correction

In Federal Register Document 76-4855,
appearing at page 7755 in the FrbpERAL
RecisTErR of Friday, February 20, 1976,
the following changes should be made:

1. On page 7766, paragraph (f) (1) (ix)
of §1427.1903 is corrected in the fifth
line of that subdlvision by changing the
eighth word “head", to the word “heat”.

2. On page 7757, paragraph (g) (2) 1)
of §1427.1903 is corrected in the first
line of that subdivision by changing the

word “crystalling”, to the word “crys-
talline”.

Dated: April 16, 19786.

KENNETH E. FRICK,
Ezxecutive Vice President,
Commodity Credit Corporation.

[FR Doc¢.76-11702 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed lssuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of
these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Indian Affairs
[25CFR Part 221 ]
FLATHEAD IRRIGATION PROJECT
Proposed Operation and Maintenance
Rates

This notice is published in exercise of
authority delegated by the Secretary of
the Interior to the Commissioner of In-
dian Affairs by 230 DM 2 (32 FR 13938),
and by virtue of the authority delegated
to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to
the Area Director (10 BIAM-3; 34 FR
637), and by authority delegated to the
Project Engineer and to the Superin-
tendent by the Area Director June 11,
1969, Release 10-2, 10 BIAM 7.0, Sec-
tions 2.70-2.75.

Notice is hereby given that it is pro-
posed to revise §§221.16 and 221.17 of
Title 25, Code of Federal Regulations,
dealing with the irrigable lands of the
Flathead Indian Irrigation Project, Mon-
tana, that are not subject to the juris-
diction of the several irrigation districts.
The purpose of the amendment is to
establish the assessment rate for non-
@district lands of the Flathead Indian Ir-
rigation Project for 1976 and thereafter
until further notice.

It is the policy of the Department of
the Interior, whenever practicable, to af-
ford the public the opportunity to par-
ticipate in the rule making process. Ac-
cordingly, interested persons may submit
written comments, suggestions, or objee~
tions with respect to the proposed amend-
ment to the Project Engineer, Bureau of
Indian Affairs, Flathead Indian Irriga-
tion Project, St, Ignatius, Montana,
59865, on or before May 24, 1976.

1. Section 221,16 is amended to read
as follows:

§221.16 Charges, Jocko Bivision.

(a) An annual minimum charge of
$5.00 per acre, for the season of 1976
and thereafter until further notice, shall
be made against all assessable irrigable
land in the Jocko Division that is not
included in an Irrigation District organi-
mtt;m, regardless of whether water is
used.

(b) The minimum charge when paid
thall be credited on the delivery of the
pro rata per acre share of the available
water up to one and one-half acre feet
ver acre for the entire assessable area
of the farm unit, allotment or tract. Ad-
ditional water, if available, will be de-
livered at the rate of three dollars and
thirty-three cents ($3.33) per acre foot
or fraction thereof.

2. Section 221.17 is amended to read as
follows:

FEDERAL

§ 221.17 Charges, Mission Valley and
Camas Division.

(a) (1) An annual minimum charge of
$5.11 per acre, for the season of 1976 and
thereafter until further notice, shall be
made against all assessable irrigable land
in the Mission Valley Division that is not
included in an Irrigation District organ-
ization regardless of whether water is
used.

(2) The minimum charge when paid
shall be credited on the delivery of pro
rata per acre share of the available water
up to one and one-tenth acre feet per
acre for the entire assessable area of the
farm unit, allotment or fract. Additional
water, if available, will be delivered at
the rate of three dollars and forty-one
cents ($3.41) per aere foot or fraction
thereof.

(b) (1) An annual minimum charge of
$6.92 per acre, for the season of 1976 and
thereafter until further notice, shall be
made against all assessable irrigable land
in the Camas Division that is not in-
cluded in an irrigation District organiza~
tion regardless of whether water is used.

(2) The minimum charge when paid
shall be credited on the delivery of the
pro rata per acre share of the available
water up to one and one-hal acre feet
per acre for the entire assessable area of
the farm unit, allotment or tract. Addi-
tional water, if available, will be deliv-
ered at the rate of four dollars and sixty-
one cents ($4.61) per acre foot or frac-
tion thereof.

GEORGE L. MoOON,
Project Engineer.

[FR Doc.78-11580 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

Bureau of Land Management
[43 CFR Part 2640 ]
AIRPORT GRANTS
Conveyance of Public Lands for Airport
Purposes
The purpose of this amendment is to

implement Section 23 of the Airport and
Airway Development Act of May 21, 1970

(84 Stat. 232, 49 U.S.C. 1723) . Section 23 _

of this Act provides for conveyance of
public lands to public agencies for air-
port purposes. Similar conveyances were
formerly authorized by Section 16 of the
Act of May 13, 1946 (49 U.S.C. 1115),
which has been repealed.

In accordance with the Department’s
policy on public participation in rule-
making (36 F.R. 8336) , interested parties
may submit written comments, sugges-
tions, or objections with respect to the
proposed rules to the Director (210), Bu-
reau of Land Management, Washington,
D.C. 20240 until May 24, 1976.

REGISTER, VOL. 47, NO. 79—THURSDAY, APRIL

It is hereby determined that the pub-
lication of this proposed rulemaking is
not a major Federal action significantly
affecting the quality of the human en-
vironment and that no detailed state-
ment pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of
the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)(C)) is ve-
quired,

Copies of comments, suggestions, or
objections made pursuant to this notice
will be available for public inspeetion in
the Division of Legislation and Regula-
tory Management, Bureau of Land Man-
agement, Room 5555, Interior Buflding,
Washington, D.C., during regular busi-
ness hours (7:45 a.m.-4:15 p.m.) .

Part 2640 of Chapter II, Title 43 of
the Code of Federal Regulations is re-
vised to read as follows:

PART 2640—AIRPORT GRANTS

Subpart 2640—Airport and evelopment

e 'R‘c': of 197A‘;rway s

Sec,
2640.0-1
2640.0-2
2640.0-3
2640.0-5
2640.0-7

Purpose

Objectives

Authority

Definitions

Cross reference

Subpart 2641—Procedures

Request by Secretary of Transporta-
tion for transfer of property inter.
est

Action on the request

2641.3 Publication and Posting

26414 Approval of Transfer

Subpart 2640—Airport and Airway
Development Act of 1970

§ 2640.0-1 Purpose.

To implement Section 23 of the Air-
port and Airway Development Aci of
1970.

§ 2640.0-2 Objectives.

To provide procedures for cooperating
with the Department of Transportation
in processing applications for land for
airport and airway development.

§ 2640.0-3 Authority.

Authority for conveyances found under
this part is found in Section 23 of the
Airport and Airway Development Act of
1970 (Title I, Act of May 21, 1970; 84 Stat.
232; 49 US.C, 1723) (hereafter called
the “Act).

§ 2640.0-5 Definitions.

As used in the regulations in this Part,
the following terms shall have the mean-
ing indicated unless the context requires
otherwise:

(a) The Act means the Airport and
Airway Development Act of 1970 (Title I,
Act of May 21, 1970, 84 Stat. 219; 49
U.8.C. 1701, et seq.;

2641.1

2641.2

22, 1976
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(b) Secreiary of the Interior means
the Secretary of the Interior or his duly
authorized representative.

(¢) Director means the Director of the
Bureau of Land Management or his duly
authorized representative.

(d) Applicant means any public
agency as defined in 14 CFR 154.3, which,
either individually or jointly with one or
more other such public agencies, submits
to the Secretary of Transportation, an
application requesting -that public lands
or interests therein, be transferred to
such applicant under the Act.

(e) Property interest means the title
to or any other interest in land or any
easement through or other interest in
air space.

(f) Instrument of iransfer includes a
patent, deed, lease or other instrument
transferring a property interest.

§ 2640.0-7 Cross reference.

The regulations of the Federal Aviation
Administration under this Act are found
in 14 CFR, Part 154.

Subpart 2641—Procedures

§2641.1 Request by Secretary of Trans-
portation for transfer of property in-
terest,

Each request under the Act by the
Secretary of Transportation in behalf
of the applicant for the transfer of a
property interest in public lands or other
federally owned lands under the juris-
diction of the Department of the In-
terior shall be addressed to the Secretary
of the Interior, Attention: Bureau of
Land Management, shall be in duplicate,
and shall contain the following:

(a) A copy of the application filed by
the requesting public agency with the
Secretary of Transportation, pursuant
to 14 CFR 154.7, including environmental
considerations.

(b) A description of the land, if sur-
veyed, by legal subdivisions, specifying
section, township, and range. Unsurveyed
land shall be described by metes and
bounds with a tie to a corner of the public-
land surveys if within two miles; other-
wise a tie shall be made to some promi-
nent topographic feature and the ap-
proximate latitude and longitude shall
be given when practicable.

§ 2641.2 Action on Request.

Upon receipt of the application, the
Secretary of the Interior shall determine
if the lands or interest in the lands re-
quested qualify for transfer under the
Act, and shall determine whether the re-
quested conveyance is inconsistent with
the needs of the Department. The Secre-
tary will notify the Secretary of Trans-
port tation of his decision within a pe-
riod of four months after receipt of the
application from the Secretary of Trans-
portation.

§ 2641.3 Publication and Posting.

Before a transfer of fee title to public
lands is made, the Bureau of Land Man-
agement will require the applicant to
publish, at its own expense in a news-
paper of general circulation in the coun-

FEDERAL
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ty in which the land is situated, a notice
stating that a request has been made by
Secretary of Transportation on behalf of
the applicant (giving its name and ad-
dress) to acquire title to public lands
(describing them) under the Act, for the
purpose of carrying out a project under
the Act, or for the operation of a public
airport, as the case may be. The purpose
of this notice is to give any party to
the case who is adversely affected by
the decision an opportunity to appeal
and any person who has an objection to
the action proposed to be taken the op-
portunity to protest. An appeal or pro-
test must be filed within 30 days after
the date of the first publication pursuant
to Part 4, subpart E of this title. If the
notice is published in a daily paper, the
notice should be published for four con-
secutive weeks, if a weekly, in four con-
secutive issues, and if a semiweekly or
triweekly, in any of the issues once each
week for four consecutive weeks. The no-
tice will also be posted during the entire
period of publication in the proper office
(see §1821.2-1 of this chapter). No
transfer will be made until proof of pub-
lication and posting of the notice has
been filed.

§2641.4 Approval of transfer.

Fach instrument of transfer made
hereunder of fee title or a lesser estate
in the lands shall contain the covenants,
“terms and conditions requested by the
Secretary of Transportation, as well as
those required for the protection of the
Department of the Interior or any
agency thereof.

Each conveyance instrument shall also
contain a reverter clause that may be ex-
ercised at the option of the Secretary of
Transportation, in the event the lands
in guestion are not developed for air-

port purposes or used in a manner con-
sistent with the terms of the conveyance.
(R.S. 2478, Sec. 1, 45 Stat. 728, as amend-
ed; 43 U.S.C. 1201).

Dated: April 15, 1976.

CHRIS FARRAND,
Acting Assistant Secretary
of the Interior.

[FR Doc.76-11602 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

Fish and Wildlife Service
[50CFRPart18]
MARINE MAMMALS

Proposed Waiver of Moratorium on the
Polar Bear, Sea Otter, and Pacific Walrus

Correction

In FR Doc. 76-10213 appearing at page
15166 in the issue of Friday, April 9, 1976
the following changes should be made:

Footnote 1 appearing under the first
column on page 15166, and footnote 2
appearing under the first column on page
15167, should read “41 FR 15173, April 9,
1976."

The last line of the third paragraph
from the bottom of the second column
on page 15166, now reading “a State de-
sires to establish a marine”, should read

“a State desires to establish a marine
mammal conservation program,”

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service
[ 7 CFR Part 930 ]

CHERRIES GROWN IN MICHIGAN, NEW
YORK, WISCONSIN, PENNSYLVANIA,
OHIO, VIRGINIA, WEST VIRGINIA, AND
MARYLAND

Limitations of Handling

This notice invites comments relative
to proposed amendment of rules and
regulations established pursuant to Mar-
keting Order No. 930. Such amendment
would delete reference to Hartford,
Michigan, as the Board office, and the
date March 1 of each fiscal year as the
deadline for producers to submit infor-
mation to the Board in order to be
eligible to divert cherries.

Said rules and regulations, (Subpart—
Rules and Regulations; 7 CFR Part
930.101-930.161) currently are in effect
pursuant to Marketing Order No. 930 (7
CFR Part 930), regulating the handling
of cherries grown in Michigan, New
York, Wisconsin, Pennsylvania, Ohio,
Virginia, West Virginia, and Maryland.
This is a regulatory program effective
under the Agricultural Marketing Agree-
ment Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C.
601-674).

This proposed amendment of the
rules and regulations was unanimously
recommended by the Cherry Adminis-
trative Board, established under said
order as the agency to administer the
terms and provisions thereof.

The proposal would eliminate the re-
quirement that producers file certain in-
formation with the Board by March 1 of
each fiscal year to be eligible to divert
cherries. The Board has determined that
its purposes would be served if the in-
formation fs made available by the time
application is made for diversion. Cur-
rently each producer who elects to divert
cherries is required to submit to the
Board not later than July 1 of the cur-
rent fiscal year, an application to divert
cherries. The amendment would permit
growers to file the required information
by this date.

The proposal would also require han-
dlers to submit a written report to the
Board, showing the total amount of
cherries received for processing not later
than 30 days after the date of pack com-
pletion, instead of 60 days after pack
completion. Previously, processors sup-
plemented the report.made 60 days afler
pack completion by submitting weekly
and daily “pack reports."” Processors
found the frequent reporting to be costly.
The Board has determined that a report
submitted within 30 days after pack
completion would serve its purposes ade-
quately without the supplemental weekly
and daily reports.

All persons who desire to submit writ-
ten data, views, or arguments for con-
sideration in connection with the pro-
posed amendment shall file the same,’in
quadruplicate, with the Hearing C_lerk.
United States Department of Agricul-
ture, Room 112, Administration Building,
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Washington, D.C. 20250, not later than
May 1T, 1976. All written submissions
made pursuant to this notice will be made
available for public inspection at the
office of the Hearing Clerk during regu-
lar business hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)).

The proposed amendment is as follows:

1. Section 930.101 Division applica-
tion is revised to read as follows:

“§930.101 Diversion applieation.

, (a) In order for a producer’s applica-
tion for diversion to be eligible for con-
sideration by the Cherry Administrative
Board for the forthcoming fiscal year, the
producer shall submit to or have on file
with the Board the following informa-
tion:

(1) Name and address of the applicant.

(ii) District or districts in which ap-
plicant’s orchard sites are located.

(iii) Age of trees, number of rows of
trees, number of trees in each row, num-
ber of rows in each block and a diagram
of each block referencing the compass
points.

(iv) Total of applicant's acreage de-
voted to cherry production with a sub-
total for each definable block included in
this total.

Buch information submitted as above
shall not be considered as application for
diversion.

(b) Each producer who elects to divert
cherries into an outlet as the Board, with
the approval of the Secretary may desig-
nate as specified in § 930.56, shall prior to
such diversion, submit to the Cherry Ad-
ministrative Board at its office, or such
other location as may be specified by the
Board, on forms provided by the Board,
an application to divert cherries as re-
quired by § 930.56(a) (1), Such applica-
tion shall be filed with the Board not
later than July 1 of the current fiscal
vear: Provided, That, such application
for growers who will harvest cherries
prior to July 1 of any fiscal year, shall
be filed on such earlier date as may be
specified by the Board or if not so speci-
fied, prior to harvest of such cherries.

2. Section 930.106 Pack report is re-
vised to read as follows:

§ 930.106 Pack reporl.

Each handler, in accordance with
§ 930,62, shall submit to the Cherry Ad-
ministrative Board at its office, or such
other location as may be specified by the
Board, within 30 days after date of pack
completion, a written report of the total
amount of cherries received for process-
ing, showing separately the amount of
cherries that were first handled.

Dated: April 19, 1976.

CHARLES R. BRADER,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.

[FR Doc.76-11706 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am)|

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration

[21CFRParts1and 2]
[Docket No. 7T56N-0375]

ENFORCEMENT POLICY, PRACTICES,
AND PROCEDURES

Informal Hearing Before Report on
Criminal Violation

Correction

In FR Doc. 76-9879, appearing at page
14769 in the issue of Wednesday, April 7,
1976, the eleventh line of the second
paragraph, in the second column on page
14770, now reading “prosecution should
be recommended or”, should read “pros-
ecution should not be recommended or”,

[ 21 CFR Parts 10 and 700 ]
[Docket No. 76N-0091]

CHLOROFORM AS AN INGREDIENT OF
sg'l"‘SAN DRUG AND COSMETIC PROD-

Proposed Ban on Use
Correction

In FR Doc. 76-10253, appearing at page
15026 in the issue of Friday, April 9,
1976, the headings should read as set
forth above.

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Federal Insurance Administration
[24 CFR Part 1917
[Docket No. FI-1053 |

APPEALS FROM FLOOD ELEVATION
DETERMINATION AND JUDICIAL REVIEW

Proposed Flood Elevation Determination
for the Borough of Dauphin, Dauphin
County, Pennsylvania
The Federal Insurance Administrator,

in accordance with Section 110 of the

Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973

(Pub, L., 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which

added Section 1363 to the National Flood

Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the

Housing and Urban Development Act of

1068 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001~

4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§ 1917.4(a))

hereby gives notice of his proposed de-

terminations of flood elevations for the

Borough of Dauphin, Dauphin County,

Pennsylvania,

Under these Acts, the Administrator,
to whom the Secretary has delegated the
statutory authority, must develop cri-
teria for flood plain management in iden-
tified flood hazard areas. In order to
participate in the National Flood Insur-
ance Program, the Borough must adopt
flood plain management measures that
are consistent with flood elevations de-
termined by the Secretary. Proposed flood
elevations (100-year flood) are listed be-
low for selected locations. Maps and
other information showing the detailed
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outlines of the flood-prone areas and the
proposed flood elevations are available
for review at the Bulletin Board, Dau-
phin National Bank, Allegheny Street,
Dauphin.

Any person having knowledge, infor-
mation, or wishing to make a comment
on these determinations should immedi-
ately notify Mayor Clyde R. Kurtz, Jr.,

Sotures of flooding Locttion

Susquehanna River. .. Corporate llmits_

Sehuyikill St. (extendedy ...

Corporatelimits. . ___

1 Corporate limits.

707 Charles Road, Dauphin, Pennsyl-
vania 17018. The period for comment will
be ninety days following the second pub-
lication of this notice in a newspaper of
local circulation in the above-named
community or July 21, 1976, whichever
is the later.

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva-
tions are:

Elevation Width in feet from bank of stream

in feet to 100-yr flood boundary heing
shove mean  downstrénm
sed level
Left Right
i a32 80 )
..... 433 00 (v
’ 334 130 )

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIIL of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended;
42 U.8.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Admin-
istrator 3¢ FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 89 FR 2787, January 24, 1974)

Issued: April 5, 1976.

J. ROBERT HUNTER,
Acting Federal Insurance
Administrator.

|FR Doc.76-11498 Flled 4-21-76; 8:45 am|

[24CFRPart 1917 ]
[Docket No. FI-1051]

APPEALS FROM FLOOD ELEVATION
DETERMINATION AND JUDICIAL REVIEW

Proposed Flood Elevation Determination
for the Borough of Duboistown, Lyco-
ming County, Pennsylvania

The Federal Insurance Administrator,
in accordance with Section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which
added Section 1363 to the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII
of the Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968 Pub. L. 90-448), 42 US.C.
4001-4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917
(§ 1917.4(a)) hereby gives notice of his
proposed determinations of flood eleva-
tions for the Borough of Duboistown,
Lycoming County, Pennsylvania.

Under these Acts, the Administrator,
to whom the Secretary has delegated
the statutory authority, must develop
criteria for flood plain management in
identified flood hazard areas. In order to

participate in the National Flood Insur-
ance Program, the Borough must adopt
flood plain management measures that
are consistent with the flood elevations
determined by the Secretary.

Proposed flood elevations (100-year
flood) are listed below for selected loca~
tions. Maps and other information show-
ing the detailed outlines of the flood-
prone areas and the proposed flood eleva-
tions are available for review at Inside
Front Glass Doors, Municipal Building,
Euclid Avenue and Westland Avenue,
Duboistown, Pennsylvania.

Any person having knowledge, infor-
mation, or wishing to make a comment
on these determinations should im-
mediately notify Mr. Wilbur R. Forse,
Mayor, 287 Edgewood Avenue, Willlams-
port, Pennsylvania 17701. The period for
comment ‘will be ninety days following
the second publication of this notice in
a newspaper of local circulation in the
above-named community or July 2I,
1976, whichever is the later.

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva-
tions are:

Elevation  Width in feet from bank of stream
in fect to 100-yr flood boundary facing
Source of flooding Location above mean  downstream
sea lovel
Lelt Right
West Branch Arch Strest Bridge continuing due south 535 ") 512
Susquehanna, frém its juncture with the shoreline,
West Branch Susque- Corporate limits. . ... ....__.._... 535 0] 11,200
hanna upstream.
West Branch Susque- ..... [ [ Y e 3 R o B R E g A 533 Q) 160
hanna downstream,
Mosquito Creek........ Pennt Conttal RBo oo vameenrsriesas 534 250 32
Buoha Ave. o o iinci i 534 0 500

t Corporate limit,
1 Measured from the North shore of the penninsuls.
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(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended;
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Admin-
istrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974)

Issued: April 5, 1976.

J. ROBERT HUNTER,
Acting Federal Insurance
Administrator.

[FR Do¢.76-11496 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

[24CFR Part 1917 ]
[Docket No. FI-1047]

APPEALS FROM FLOOD ELEVATION
DETERMINATION AND JUDICIAL REVIEW

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations
for the City of Delbarton, West Virginia

The Federal Insurance Administrator,
in accordance with Section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which
added Section 1363 to the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XTII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U .S.C. 4001-4128,
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§19174(a)),
hereby gives notice of his proposed deter-
minations of flood elevations for the
City of Delbarton, West Virginia.

Under these Acts, the Administrator,
to whom the Secretary has delegated the
statutory authority, must develop criteria
for flood plain management in identified

flood hazard areas. In order to partici-

pate in the National Flood Insurance
Program, the City of Delbarton must
adopt flood plain management measures
that are consistent with the flood eleva-
tions determined by the Secretary.

Proposed flood elevations (100-year
flood) are listed below for selected loca-
tions. Maps and other information show-
ing the detailed outlines of the flood-
prone areas and the proposed flood eleva-
tions are available for review at City
Hall, Delbarton, West Virginia 25670.

Any person having knowledge, infor-
mation, or wishing to make a comment
on these determinations should im-
mediately notify Mayor Paul Sizemore,
City Hall, Delbarton, West Virginia
25670. The period for comment will be
ninety days following the second pub-
lication of this notice in a newspaper
of local circulation in the above-named
community or July 21, 1976, whichever is
the later.

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva-
tions are:

Elevation Width from shoreline or bank of
in feet stream—facing  downstream—to

Bomvoe of fleoding Location above mean  100-yr flood boundary (feet)
8en level
Right Left
Pigeon Creck._.._ .. ... Rockhouse Ave. ... ... ... . ___ 743 50 150
US.52and US. M9, . . .. _ . . 767 100 50
Rockhouse Fork....... Rockbouse Ave. o o oeeeoe... .. 747 50 150

(Natlonal Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XITI of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended;
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Admin-
istrator 3¢ FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974)

Issued:! April 5, 1976.

J. ROBERT HUNTER,
Acting Federal Imsurance
Administrator.

[FR Doc.76-11403 Piled 4-21-76;8:45 am|

[24 CFR Part 1917 ]
[Docket No. FI-1049]

APPEALS FROM FLOOD ELEVATION
DETERMINATION AND JUDICIAL REVIEW

Proposed Flood Elevation Determination
for the Town of Chincoteague, Accomack
The Federal Insurance Administrator,

in accordance with Section 110 of the

Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973

(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which

added Section 1363 to the National Flood

Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of

the Housing and Urban Development Act

of 1968 Pub. L. 90-488), 42 U.S.C. 4001~

4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§ 1917.4(a)) .

hereby gives notice of his proposed de-
terminations of flood elevations for the
Town of Chincoteague, Accomack Coun-
ty, Virginia,

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO.

Under these Acts, the Administrator,
to whom the Secretary has delegated
the statutory authority, must develop
criteria for flood plain management in
identified flood hazard areas. In order
to participate in the National Flood In-
surance Program, the Town must adopt
flood plain management measures that
are consistent with the flood elevations
determined by the Secretary.

Proposed flood elevations (100-year
flood) are listed below for selected loca-
tions. Maps and other information show-
ing the detailed outlines of the flood-
prone areas and the proposed flood ele-
vations are available for review at the
Council Room, Town Hall, 224 North
Main Street, Chincoteague.

Any person having knowledge, infor-
mation, or wishing to make a comment

on these determinations should im-
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PROPOSED RULES

mediately notify Mayor Wheatley Wat-
son, 224 North Main Street, Chinco-
teague, Virginia 23833, The period for

a newspaper of local circulation in the
above-named community or July 21,
1976, whichever is the later,

comment will be ninety days following The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva-
the second publication of this notice in tions are:

“Elevation in
feot above
moan sea level

Source of Aooding Location Ares flooded

Chincoteague Bay .. ..o oooovacaaeaoa... CHINCOWBgUe. . oo o caan 9 Al of town.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 19690 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended;
42 U.8.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Admin-
istrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974)

Issued: April 5, 1976.

J. ROBERT HUNTER,
Acting Federal Insurance
Administrator.

[FR Doc,76-11491 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

[24 CFR Part 1917 ]
[Docket No. FI-1052]

APPEALS FROM FLOOD ELEVATION
DETERMINATION AND JUDICIAL REVIEW

Proposed Flood Elevation Determination
for the Township of Dunnstable, Clinton
County, Pennsylvania

The Federal Insurance Administrator,
in accordance with Section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which
added Section 1363 to the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-
4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§ 1917.4(a))
hereby gives notice of his proposed deter-
minations of flood elevations for the
Township of Dunnstable, Clinton Coun-
ty, Pennsylvania,

Under these Acts, the Administrator,
to whom the Secretary has delegated the
statutory authority, must develop cri-
teria for flood plain management in
identified flood hazard areas. In order to

participate in the National Flood In-
surance Program, the Township must
adopt flood plain management measures
that are consistent with the flood eleva-
tlons determined by the Secretary.

Proposed flood elevations (100-year
flood) are listed below for selected loca-
tions. Maps and other information show-
ing the detailed outlines of the flood-
prone areas and the proposed flood ele-
vations are available for review at the
Township Office, Township Building,
Plum Run, Dunnstable.

Any person having knowledge, infor-
mation, or wishing to make a comment
on these determinations should im-
mediately notify Mr. Robert A. Weise,
Township Supervisor, RID. 1, Lock
Haven, Pennsylvania 17745, The period
for comment will be ninety days follow-
ing the second publication of this notice
in a newspaper of local circulation in
the above-named community or July 21,
1976, whichever is the later.

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva-
tions are:

Source of flooding Location

Elevation Width in feet from bsnk of stream

in feet to 100-yr flood boundary facing
above mean  downstream

sea level

Left Right

1,880
150
1,400

Susquehanna Rlver.... ) (g y
o X
Chatham Run R, o S 559, (]
Corporate limits. .. . ®

1 Corporate limits,

1 All in flood plain. .
(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1960 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), a8 amended;
43 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Becretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Admin-
istrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 89 FR 2787, January 24, 1074)

Issued: April 5, 1976.
4 J. RoBerT HUNTER,
Acting Federal Insurance
Administrator.

[FR D00.76-11407 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]
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[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ]
[Docket No. FI-1050]

APPEALS FROM FLOOD ELEVATION
DETERMINATION AND JUDICIAL REVIEW

Proposed Flood Elevation Determination
for the Township of Elizabeth, Allegheny
County, Pennsylvania

The Federal Insurance Administrator,
in accordance with Section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which
added Section 1363 to the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII
of the Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968 Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C.
4001-4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917 (1917.4
(a)) hereby gives notice of his proposed
determinations of flood elevations for
the Township of Elizabeth, Allegheny
County, Pennsylvania.

Under these Acts, the Administrator,
to whom the Secretary has delegated the
statutory autbority, must develop
criteria for flood plain management in
identified flood hazard areas. In order

to participate in the National Flood In-
surance Program, the Township must
adopt flood plain management measures
that are consistent with the flood eleva~-
tions determined by the Secretary.

Proposed flood elevations (100-year
flood) are listed below for selected loca~
tions. Maps and other information show-~
ing the detalled outlines of the flood-
prone areas and the proposed flood ele~
vations are available for review at the
Bulletin Board in the lobby of the
Municipal Building.

Any person having knowledge, infor-
mation, or wishing to make a comment
on these determinations should im-
mediately notify Mr. Charles J. Carlock,
Jr., President of the Board of Commis-
sions, 522 Rock Run Road, Buena Vista,
Pennsylvania 15018. The period for com~
ment will be ninety days following the
second publication of this notice in a
newspaper of local circulation in the
above-named community or July 21.
1976, whichever is the later,

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva-
tions are:

Elevation Width in feet from bank of stream
in feet to 100-yr flood boundary facing

Souree of fooding Location above mesn  downstream
s6a Jovel
Left Right
Monongahela River.... Atlantic Ave. (extended).. .. ... . .. 747 (? 490
x ng 8t. (extended) T @ 560
Wylie Run....... ...... Lovedale Rd.... T84 20 )
Mill Hill Rd. . 834 20 20
Lovedalo Rd... 8A5 20 20
..... e R R A S 859 20 20
Jacktown Rd.. 881 20 20
Lovedale Rd_.. 922 20 20
Happy Hollow Run. .. Lovedale RA_______ 766 230 190
1f»orlsnmm 5 Club R 896 20 25
ap) y Hollow Rd. 910 30 100
........................... 92 10 30
Hoyden Run.......... Bollm [ AL TR "N, 766 20 20
llayden Bivd (Pa. Routa 51). L tlg 20
..... o 790 : 20
¥ ennmmn St 822 Q 30
en St .. 840 ( 30
Hayden Blvd. (Pa. Route 51) 803 [0 30
Yovghiogheny River.. Corporate Nmits_ .. .. .ooooroiiinnnn 748 70 (o)
Boston Hollow Rd (Pa, Route 48) 749 430 ¢
Bt, Dayid Dr. (extended) . . 760 380 (
Canterbury Dr. cxmuded) 750 270 Q¢
Stoner St. (extended)...... 7561 430 [0
Wide Dr. (extended) ... 762 430 (¢
Moran Dr. (extended). ... 763 450 ¢
Henderson Rd. (extondod). 759 460 4
Cornell Dr. (extended). .. 761 400 ¢
Veatch 8t. (extended). ... 761 540 Q@
Rock Run Rd. (extended 762 760 (
Boyds Hollow Rd. (extended). . 762 760 (
g RO LT | R O T e G 766 820 ¢
Corporate limita. et 7 100 (1
Boston Hollow Run... W, Smithfield 8t._ ... ... _... 749 140 830
Boston Hollow R¢ 823 20 20
......................... 528 20 20
............ 879 20 20
Pidgeon Hollow Run.. Yates8t._. .. .. ... ... 740 180 90
w. s:nllhﬁuld | St 764 30 10
Pitt 8t, Tributary..... Boston Hollow Rd.. 783 20 40
Wildoat Run........... Bm-na Vista Rd.. 762 430 &0
—.do 781 20 20
. w 20 20
Beyd’s Hollow Run do 762 200 180
Boyd’s Hollow Rd.. 776 20 20
Douglass Run......... ])ouglsss Run Rd 766 120 820
.............. 701 40 40
Beollt Hlll Rd.. 808 100 &0
Berdar Dr..... 819 80 40
l)ouglc& Run Rd.... 839 40 B0
...................... 852 70 20
Pinu Vlow Diesice 8568 50 30
Louu Hollow Rd 862 40 20
RN, | TS VAR 942 70 20
..... 967 40 20
W. Nowton Rd, (Pa. Routo 136). ... 088 10 80
Douglns.'a Run Tribu- 1,000 feet upstream of Dougless Run Rd. 805 20 50
2,000 feet upstrenm of Douglass Run Rd. 821 15 15
Douglass Run Tribu- W. Newton Rd. (Pa, ROute 136)......... 065 20 20
Glliespio Rnn. ......... 3o T R 2 SRR O - 069 45 20
SRS IR 978 10 20
..... do....... — 1,077 10 80
T gy R R R AR 3,100 20 20

1 Corporate limits,
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(National Flood Insurance Act of 1868 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended;
42 U.B.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Admin-
istrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1968, as amended by 390 FR 2787, January 24, 1974)

Issued: April 7, 1976.

J. ROBERT HUNTER,
Acting Federal Insurance
Administrator,

[FR Doc.76-11495 Flled 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ]
[Docket No. FI-1046]

APPEALS FROM FLOOD ELEVATION
DETERMINATION AND JUDICIAL REVIEW

Flood Elevation Determinations
for the Town of Gilbert, West Virginia

The Federal Insurance Administrator,
in accordance with Section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973

Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which
added Section 1363 to the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968 Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-
4128, and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§19174
(a)), hereby gives notice of his pro-
posed determinations of flood elevations
for the Town of Gilbert, West Virginia.

Under these Acts, the Administrator,
to whom the Secretary has delegated the
statutory authority, must develop cri-
teria for flood plain management in

identified flood hazard areas. In order

to participate in the National Flood In-
surance Program, the Town of Gilbert
must adopt flood plain management
measures that are consistent with the
flood elevations determined by the Sec-
retary.

Proposed flood elevations (100-year
flood) are listed below for selected loca-
tions. Maps and other information show=-
ing the detailed outlines of the flood-
prone areas and the proposed flood ele-
vations are available for review at Town
Hall, Gilbert, West Virginia 25621.

Any person having knowledge, infor-
mation, or wishing to make a comment
on these determinations should im-
mediately notify Mayor Richard Ellis,
Box 188, Gilbert, West Virginia 25621.
The period for comment will be ninety
days following the second publication of
this notice in a newspaper of local cir-
culation in the above-named community
or July 21, 1976, whichever is the later.

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva-
tions are:

Source of flooding Location

Cuyandotte River.._._
Staflord Branch. ]
Gilbert Creek. ... - Warncliffe Ave.

Elevation Width from shoreline or bank of

in fest strgam  (facing downstream) to
above mean  100-yr flood boundary (feet)
sea level
Right Left
816 50 0
822 25 50
822 25 100

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1069 (33 FR 17804, November 28, 1068), as amended;
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’'s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Admin-
istrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1069, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974)

Issued: April 5, 1976.

J. RoBerT HUNTER,
Acting Federal Insurance
Administrator,

[FR Doc.76-11494 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ]
[Docket No. FI-1049]

APPEALS FROM FLOOD ELEVATION
DETERMINATION AND JUDICIAL REVIEW

Proposed Flootl Elevation Determination
for the Town of Smithfield, Providence
‘County, Rhode Island

The Federal Insurance Administrator,
in accordance with Section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. L. 93-23%), 87 Stat. 980, which
added Section 1363 to the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 Pub. L. 90-448) , 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128,
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§ 1917.4(a))
hereby gives notice of his proposed de-
terminations of flood elevations for the
Town of Smithfield, Providence County,
Rhode Island.

Under these Acts, the Administrator,
to whom the Secretary has delegated the

statutory authority, must develop cri-
teria for flood plaln management in
identified fiood hazard areas. In order to
participate in the National Flood Insur-
ance Program, the Town must adopt
flood plain management measures that
are consistent with the flood elevations
determined by the Secretary.

Proposed flood elevations (100-year
flood) are listed below for selected loca-
tions. Maps and other information show-
ing the detailed outlines of the flood-
prone areas and the proposed flood ele-<
vations are available for review at the
Town Clerk’s office, 64 Farnum Street,
Smithfield.

Any person having knowledge, infor-
mation, or wishing to make a comment
on these determinations should immedi-
ately notify Ms, Harrlet A. Scott, Town
Clerk, 64 Farnum Street, Smithfield,
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Rhode Island 02917. The period for com- above-named community or July 21,
ment will be ninety days following the 1976, whichever is the later,

second publication of this notice in a The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva-
newspaper of local circulation in the tionsare:

Elovation Width in feot from bank of stream

in feot to 100-yr flood houndary facing
Souree of flooding Location above mean  downstream
sea Joval
Left Right
Woonasquatiucket Corporate lnits. i, il n sl y 114, 0 50 70
River,
g W G e et L e Y 126. 5 100 200
Capron R - - e e s T st 168, 4 44 80
Farnum Pike. .. ... St 208, 1 o0 20
Btillwater River Pleasant View Ave. . o oo 2154 80 110
Mountaindale Rd O R e Q207 S 360
Patnam Pike. - ... il .. S ameas 28.9 250 {1}

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1868), effective January 28, 1969 (83 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended;
42 U.B8.0. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Admin-
istrator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24 1974)

Issued: April 2, 1976.

J. ROBERT HUNTER,
Acting Federal Insurance
, Administrator.

|FR Doe¢,76-11490 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am|

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ]
[Docket No. FI-1048]

APPEALS FROM FLOOD ELEVATION
DETERMINATION AND JUDICIAL REVIEW

Pr%:'ased Flood Elevation Determination
the Town of Twisp, Okanogan County,

Washington

The Federal Insurance Administrator,
in accordance with Section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which
added Section 1363 to the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIIT of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 Pub. L, 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128,
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§1917.4(a))
hereby gives notice of his proposed de-
terminations of flood elevations for the
Town of Twisp. Okanogan County,
Washington.

Under these Acts, the Administrator, to
whom the Secretary has delegated the
statutory authority, must develop cri-
teria for flood plain management in

Bource ol flooding Location

Corporate Hmits_ .. ... ... ..
Methow Valley Highway .
Caorporate Hmites (next)
] ) Corporate limits (last)
Twisp Rives - Confluence with Metho!
Division 8t. ... ...
Corporate limits .

Methow River

1 Corporate liits,

identified flood hazard areas. In order to

participate in the National Flood Insur-
ance Program, the Town must adopt
flood plain management measures that
are consistent with the fiood elevations
determined by the Secretary.

Proposed flood elevations (100-year
flood) are listed below for selected loeca-
tions, Maps and other information show-
ing the detailed outlines of the flood-
prone areas and the proposed flood ele-
vations are available for review at the
Clerk’s Office, City Hall, Twisp.

Any person having knowledge, infor-
mation, or wishing to make a comment
on these determinations should imme-
diately notify Mayor Archie Eiffert, City
Hall, P.O. Box 278, Twisp, Washington
98856. The period for comment will be
ninety days following the second pub-
Heation of this notice in a newspaper of
local circulation in the above-named
community or July 21, 1976, whichever
is the later.

The proposed 100-year Flood Eleva-

tions are:
Elevation Width in feet from bank of stream
in feet to 100-yr flood boundary facing
above mean  downstream
sea level
Left Right
1, 556 740 (!
1, 568 120 (l;
1,578 100 140
1,591 1,800 ®)
1,084 (7 840
1, 503 10 a0
1,610 450 v

(National Flood Insuranceé Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 PR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended;
42 U.8.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation of authority to Federal Insurance Admin-
istrator 84 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974)

Issued: April 5, 1976.
J. ROBERT HUNTER,
Acting Federal Insurance
Administrator.

[FR Doc.76-11492 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]
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[24 CFR Part 1917 ] pate in the National Flood Insurance
[Docket No. FI-1064] Program, the Village must adopt flood
plain management measures that are
APPEALS FROM FLOOD ELEVATION consistent with the fiood elevations de-
DETERMINATION AND JUDICIAL REVIEW termined by the Secretary.
< : Proposed flood elevations (100-year
Prc;g?s::e F",‘l’ﬁ: eEIg:at‘::scgsterg'\me flood) are listed below for selected loca-
County, Ohio & E tions. Maps and other information show-
y ing the detailed outlines of the flood-
The Federal Insurance Admmist,rator, prone areas and the propoged flood eleva~
in accordance with Section 110 of the tjons are available for review at the City
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 Hall, Second and Broadway Streets,
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which Moscow. -
added Section 1363 to the National Flood Any person having knowledge, infor-
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the mation, or wishing to make a comment
Housing and Urban Development Act of on these determinations should immedi-
1968 Pub, L. 90-448) , 42 U.8.C. 4001-4128, ately notify Mayor James C. Flora, Fifth
and 24 CFR Part 1917 (§ 1817.4(a)) and Broad“ray Streets, ]\{oscow' Ohio
hereby gives notice of his proposed de- 45153, The period for comment will be
terminations of floor elevations for the ninety days following the second publi-
gilliase of Moscow, Clermont County, ecation of this notice in a newspaper of
hio. ; e
Under these Acts, the Administrator, loge ciiiulatxo‘;xmmzlthsg%bo;fﬁl(:g:ﬁ
to whom the Secretary has delegated the OoIEIUL. RS A2 A
statutory authority, must develop criteria 1S the later.
for flood plain management in identified The proposed 100-year Flcod Eleva-
flood hazard areas. In order to partici~ tionsare:

Elevation * Width in feet from bank of stream

in leet to 100-yr flood boundsry facing
above mean  downstream

so0 lovel

Source of flooding Location

Right

Ohio River Southern corporate mit_ ...
WellsSt. ... ——

Northern corpora yrate Lmit

W

i Corporate limit,

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1068 (Title written data, views, or arguments to the
XIIT of Housing and Urban Development Act gCommander (oan), Ninth Coast Guard
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR pjstrict, 1240 East 9th Street, Cleveland,
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 Ohio 44'199 Each person submitting com-
US.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation fo b ul d include hi d ad-
of authority to Federal Insurance A%mglms- men &e‘:‘t ify tfxeub?i dgli n:xigeg?\?e r:a
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as dress, ' =
amended by 39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974) sons for agy rlecoutxmﬁndeﬁ lf(:ahange in uge
; proposal. Copies of all written communi-
Issued: April 2, 1976. cations received will be available for ex-
J. ROBERT HUNTER, amination by interested persons at the
Acting Federal Insurance :’}ﬁict’-'dolf3 Bt:)rtia tCommander. Ninth Coast
Administrator. uar ct.
FR Doc.76-11499 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am] The Commander, Ninth Coast Guard
[ ¢ ¥ District, will forward any comments re-
ceived before May 25, 1976, with his
recommendations to the Chief, Office of
Marine Environment and Systems, U.S.
Coast Guard Headquarters, Washington,
D.C., who will evaluate all communica-
[33CFRPart117] tions received and take final action on
this proposal, The proposed regulations
CGD 76-069
i i may be changed in light of comments
DRAWBRIDGE OPERATION REGULATIONS received.
Menominee River, Wisconsin In c%gsigertagor; t;flghet f%.telg‘)slgg'fi:hm
X propos at Par [0 e 33 of the
At ltlhiehriequesthof éhe ?guﬁré\d?nz’;g: Code of Federal Regulations, be amended
nee, Michigan, the Coas (iuarg 13 by revising §117.644a(a) to read as
sidering revising the regulations for the Tollows:
Ogden-First Street drawbridge across X
the Menominee River, mile 0.38, Mari- § 117.614 pgdcn-_l-‘im Street
nette, Wisconsin, to require the draw to Menomince River, Wis.
open on signal from May 1 through Oc- (a) The draw shall open on signal:

tober 31 from 11 p.m. to 7 a.m. if at least (1) From May 1 thr o
2 hours notice is given. Present regula- Srom 7o, £b “y P mt'h_ R Gudaher: a4

i the draw to o on signal
Hon sequisen v e (2) From May 1 through October 31

at any time from May 1 through Oc-

tober 31. This is being considered be- from 11 p.m. to 7 a.m, if at least 2 hours

cause of infrequent openings during this mnotice is given.

period (1973—21, 1974—9, 1975—13). (3) From November 1 through April 30
Interested persons may participate in if at least 12 hours notice is given.

this proposed rule making by submitting . . . . »

'

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard

Bridge,

2,040 |

(Sec. 5, 28 Stat. 362, as amended, sec, 6(g)
(2), 80 Stat. 937; 33 U.8.C. 409, 49 U.8.C, 1655
(2)(2): 49 CFR 148(c)(5), 33 CFR 1.05-1
(c)(4).)

Dated: April 15, 1976.

D. J. RiLey,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Act-

ing Chief, Office of Marine
Environmental and Systems.

|FR Dce.76-11682 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am|

[ 46 CFR Part 6C ]
{CGD 75-078]

MEASUREMENT OF VESSELS
Proposed Rules

The Coast Guard is considering revis-
ing the measurement of vessel regula-
tions contained in 46 CFR Subpart 69.03
to implement the provisions of Pub. L.
No. 93-524, 83rd Cong., 2d Sess. (Decem-
ber 18, 1974) (46 U.S.C. TND.

Interested persons may participate in
this proposed rulemaking by submitting
written data, views, or aguments to the
Executive Secretary, Marine Safety
Council (G-CMC/81), U.8. Coast Guard,
Washington, D.C. 20580, Each person
submitting a comment should include his
name and address, identify this notice
(CGD 75-078), and give the reasons for
any recommendations. All comments re-
ceived before June 7, 1976 will be con-
sidered before final action is taken on
this proposal. Copies of all written com-
ments will be available for examination
in Room 8117, Department of Transpor-
tation, Nassif Building, 400 Seventh
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20590. The
proposal may be changed in the light of
comments received.

No hearing is planned but one may be
held at a time and place set in a later
notice in the FEpErAL REGISTER, if re-
quested in writing by an interested per-
son ralsing a genuine issue and desiring
an opportunity to comment orally at a
public hearing.

Congress amended section 4153 of the
Revised Statutes (46 US.C. 77) to pro-
vide for the deduction from gross ton-
nage, for the purpose of determining a
vessel's net tonnage, of:

(1) *Space occupied by machinery
used exclusively to separate, clarify,
purify, or process a ship’s own slop oil
mixture, tank-cleaning residue, bilge
residue, or other waste materials, in-
cluding sewage, garbage, galley wastes or
trash”; and

(2) “Space occupied by any tank,
tanks, or collection area, used exclusively
for the carriage or collection of such slop
oil mixture tank-cleaning residue, or
other waste materials”.

The act directs the Coast Guard, in
consultation with the Environmental
Protection Agency, to issue regulations
to:
(1) Define the slop oil mixtures, clean-
ing residue, and waste materials;

(2) Establish the maximum deductions
which may be made; and

(3) Define the manner in which the
spaces shall be used and marked.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Coast Guard proposes to amend Sub-
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part 69.03 of Title 46 of the Code of
rederal Regulations as follows:

1. By adding a new section, § 69.03-
78, to read as follows:

§ 69.03-78 Deduction of spaces used
for waste materials,

(a) Definitions of waste materials.
Slop oil mixtures, tank cleaning residues,
bilge residues, and other waste materials
include:

(1) Liquid wastes resulting from
flushing or cleaning the vessel’s bilges,
fuel tanks, cargo tanks, and propulsion
and operating systems.

(2) Residual solid and liquid wastes
resulting from cleaning the vessel's
bilges, and crew, passenger, cargo, and
operating spaces.

(3) Solid and liquid wastes, including
sewage, garbage, galley wastes, and trash,
generated by the vessel's own cargo,
passengers, crew, and operating systems.

(b) Use and marking of spaces to carry
or process waste materials, In determin-
ing a vessel's net tonnage, the following
spaces are deducted from the gross ton-
nage if they meet the use and marking
requirements of § 69.03-75(a), (h), and
(¢) of this subpart are no larger than
necessary for the stated purpose:

(1) Space below the upper deck oc-
cupled by machinery used exclusively to
separate, clarify, purify, or otherwise
process & vessel's own— (i) slop oil mix-
ture; (i) tank-cleaning residue; (iii)
bilge residue; or (iv) other waste mate-
rial,

(2) Space either above or below the
upper deck occupied by any tank or col-
lection area used exclusively for the car-
riage or collection of any such slop oil
mixture, tank-cleaning residue, bilge
residue or other waste materials gen-
erated aboard the vessel.

2. By inserting in § 69.03-75(c) after
the introductory clause, “the following
markings are required by paragraph (b)
of this section:”, the following words:
“For each space used exclusively for
waste materials, as defined in § 69.03-
78(a) of this subpart—*‘Certified for
waste storage” or “Certified for waste
processing.”

(R.S. 4158, as amended, 88 Stat. 1694, 46
UB.C. 77, 40 CFR 1.4(b) and 1.46),

Dated: April 15, 1976.

W. M. BENKERT,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard,
Chief, Office of Merchant
Marine Safety.

[FR Doc.76-11680 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

Federal Aviation Administration
[14CFRParts 25and 91 ]
[Docket No. 15694; Notice 76-12]
TRANSPORT CATEGORY AIRPLANES
Proposed Pitot Heat Warning Indicators

The Federal Aviation Administration
Is considering amending Parts 25 and 91
of the Federal Aviation Regulations to
require a pitot heat warning indicator
for the type certification of transport

category airplanes having pitot heating

FEDERAL
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systems and to require within three years
the installation of a pitot heat warning
indicator in all fransport category air-
planes equipped with a pitot heating
system.,

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate in the making of the proposed
rule by submitting such written data,
views, or arguments as they may desire.
Communications should identify the no-
tice or docket number and be submitted
in duplicate to the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, Office of the Chief Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket, AGC-24, 800
Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington,
D.C. 20591. All communications received
on or before June 21, 1976, will be con-
sidered by the Administrator before tak-
ing action upon the proposed rule. The
proposals contained in this notice may
be changed in the light of comments re-
ceived. All comments will be available,
both before and after the closing date for
comments, in the rules docket for exami-
nation by interested persons.

An investigation of a recent accident
involving a transport category airplane
indicates that ice blocked the pitot head
inputs to pressure operated flight instru-
ments and that aberrations in the air-
speed trace of that airplane's flight data
recorder were caused by closure of the
ram air inlet and the drain hole of the
pitot. Furthermore, it appears that the
pitot heater control switches were not in
the “on” position although the pitot
heating system was capable of operation.

Other incidents have been reported to

the FAA in which pilots of transport
category airplanes equipped with pitot
heating systems have encountered diffi-
culties because of faulty indications from
flight data instrumentation systems,
while the airplanes were operating in
freezing precipitation. The FAA believes
that these incidents occurred because of
a lack of pitot heat and that transport
category airplanes having pitot heating
systems should be ‘equipped with pitot
heat warning indicators that provide an
effective indication of a lack of pitot
heat. Therefore, it is proposed to add a
new § 25.1326 to require effective pitot
heat warning indicators for the type cer-
tification of transport category airplanes
equipped with pitot heating systems. Also
proposed is a new § 91.50 to prohibit the
operation of transport category airplanes
having a pitot heating system unless an
operable pitot heat warning indicator
meeting the standards contained in pro-
posed § 25.1326 is installed and the pitot
heating system is operating.
(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, and 604 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421,
1423, and 1424) and sec. 8(c) of the Depart-
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C 1655
(e)).

In consideration of the foregoing, it is
proposed to amend Parts 25 and 91 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations as fol-
lows:

1. By adding a new § 25.1326 to read
as follows;
§ 25.1326 Pitot heat warning indicators.

If a flight instrument pitot heating
system is installed, an indicator must be
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provided to indicate to the pilot when
that pitot heating system is not operat-
ing. The indicator must comply with the
following requirements:

(a) The indicator must incorporate a
red light.

(b) The indicator must be located ad-
jacent to the pilot in command air-
speed indicator.

(c) The indicator must be designed
to alert the pilot in command if either—

(1) The flight deck pitot heat switch is
in the “off” position; or

(2) The pitot tube heating element is
inoperative, and the flight dsck pitot
heat switch is in the. “on’ position.

(d) The indicator light may be dim-
mable but may not be extinguishable
when the pitot tube heating element is
inoperative.

(e) The indicator must function prop-
erly at all approved operating altitudes.

2. By adding a new § 91.50 to read as
follows:

§ 91.50 Transport category airplanes—
Pitot heating systems and pitot heat
warning indicators.

(a) After (a date three years after the
effective date of the amendment), no
person may operate a transport category
airplane equipped with a flight instru-
ment pitot heating system unless the air-
plane is also equipped with an operable
pitot heat warning indicator for that sys-
tem that complies with § 25.1326 of this
chapter.

(b) If, during flight, a pitot heat warn-
ing indicator required by paragraph (a)
of this section indicates that a flight in-
strument pitot heating system is not
functioning, except as provided in para-
graph (¢) of this section, operations may
be continued only to the nearest airfield
suitable for landing.

(c) Under paragraph (b) of this sec-
tion, if the forecasted temperature (or
actual temperature if a free air tempera-
ture indicator is installed) at all operat~
ing altitudes is above 32 degrees Fahren-
heit, operations may be conducted to the
nearest base at which repairs to the pitot
heating system can be accomplished.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April
14, 1976,
J. A. FERRARESE,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.

| FR Doc.76-11550 Flled 4-21-76:8:45 am]

[14CFRPart71]
[Airspace Docket No. 76-NW-11]
CONTROL ZONE
Proposed Alteration
The Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA) is considering an amendment to
Part Tl of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions that would alter the description of
the Salem, Oregon, Control Zone.
Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rulemaking by submitting
such written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications should
be submitted in triplicate to the Chief,
Operations, Procedures, and Airspace
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Branch, Northwest Region, Federal Avi-
ation Administration, FAA Building,
Boeing Field, Seattle, Washington 98108.
All communications received on or before
May 24, 1976 will be considered before
action is taken on the proposed amend-
ment. No public hearing is contem-
plated at this time, but arrangements
for informal conferences with Federal
Aviation Administration officials may be
made by contacting the Regional Air
Traffic Division Chief. Any data, views, or
arguments presented during such con-
ferences must also be submitied in writ-
ing in accordance with this notice in
order to become part of tiie record for
consideration.- The proposal contained
in this notice may be changed in the light
of comments recelved.

A public docket will be ayailable for
examination by interested persons in the
office of the Regional Counsel, North-
west Region, Federal Aviation Adminis-~
tration, FAA Building, Boeing Field,
Seattle, Washington, 98108,

A review of the airspace requirements
at Salem, Oregon, disclosed that addi-
tional Control Zone airspace is required
1o provide controlled airspace for flights
executing the Salem Localizer Back
Course Runway 13 Approach.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
FAA proposes the following airspace
action:

§ 71171 [Amended]

Ia §71.171 (41 FR 423) the descrip~
tion of the Salem, Oregon, Control Zone
is amended to read as follows!:

SALEM, OREGON

Within a § mile radius of McNary Field,

Salem, Oregon, Latitude 44°564'35"' N,, Longi-
tunde 123°00'05"' W,, and within 2 miles each
#ide of the Salem ILS localizer E oourse,
extending from the 5 mile radius zone to
the LOM; within 4 miles each side of the
Salem ILS localizer W course, extending
from the 5 mile radius zone to 16 miles west
of the airport.
\Bection 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act
of 1958, as amended, (49 U,S.C, 1848(a) ), and
of Section 6(¢c) of the Department of Trans-
portation Act (48 U.B.C. 1656(e) ) )

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on
April 19, 1976.
- C.B. WALE,
Director, Northwest Region.

[FR D00.76-11548 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[14CFRPart71]
[Airspace Docket No. 76-8W-20)
TRANSITION AREA

Proposed Alteration

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to alter the
Walnut Ridge, Ark., transition area.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in triplicate to Chief, Airspace
and Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Di-

vision, Southwest Region, Federal Avia-
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tion Administration, P.O. Box 1689, Fort
Worth, Texas 76101. All communications
received on or before May 24, 1976 will
be considered before action is taken on
the proposed amendment, No public
hearing is contemplated at this time, but
arrangements for informal conferences
with Federal Aviation Administration of-
ficials may be made by contacting the
Chief, Airspace and Procedures Branch,
Any data, views or arguments presented
during such conferences must also be
submitted in writing in accordance with
this notice in order to become part of
the record for consideration. The pro-
posal contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments re-
ceived.”

The official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Office of the Regional Counsel, South-
west Region, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Fort Worth, Texas. An informal
docket will also he available for exami-
nation at the Office of the Chief, Air-
space and Procedures Branch, Air Traffic
Division.

It is proposed to amend Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations as herein-
after set forth.

§ 71.181 [Amended]

In §71.181 (41 FR 440), the Walnut
Ridge, Ark., transition area is amended

to read:
WALNUT RIDGE, ARK,

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile ra-
dius of the Walnut Ridge Regional Airport
(latitude 86°07'80"' N,, longitude 90°56’256”
W.); within three miles each side of the
Walnut Ridge VORTAC 244° radial, extend-
ing from the 6.5-mile-radius area to 8.5 miles
southwest of the VORTAC; within 3.6 miles
each side of the 0056° bearing from the pro-
posed RBN (latitude 86°07'86" N., Jongitude
90°56'36"" W.), extending from the 6.6-mile-
radius area to 12 miles north of the REN;
and within a 5-mile radius of the Pooahontas
Municipal Airport (latitude 36°14°40" N,
longitude 90°66°45" W.).

The additional controlled airspace will

encompass a proposed nondirectional ra-
dio beacon, Runway 17, instrument ap-
proach procedure to the Walnut Ridge
Regional Airport.
(Sec, 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1058 (49-U.S.C. 1348) and of Sec. 6(¢) of the
Department of Transportation Act (49 US.C.
1655(¢) ) .)

Issued in Fort Worth, TX, on April 13,
1976.
ALBERT H, THURBUERR,
Acting Director,
Southwest Region.

|FR D0¢.78-11578 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am)

[14CFRPart71]
| Airspace Docket No. 76-5W-2]
TRANSITION AREA
Proposed Alteration; Withdrawal of Notice

The purpose of this notice is to with-
draw Airspace Docket No, 76—-SW-2 pub-
lished in the Federal Reglster February

26, 1976 (41 FR 8393), in which the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration (FAA) pro-
posed to amend Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations by altering the
Dallas-Fort Worth transition area io
provide additional controlled airspace to
contain a proposed instrument approach
procedure to Grand Prairie, Tex., Munic-
ipal Airport. Changing the airpart cate-
gory from VFR operation to IFR opera-
tion was also being considered.

Comments were received from inter-
ested persons in response to Airspace
Docket No. 76-SW-2. The comments did
not favor the transition area alteration
for the proposed purpose.

Since its establishment as an aijrpost
restricted to VFR operation, there have
been several proposals to alter the air-
port. Aeronautical studies have been con-
ducted which included informal airspace
meetings, at which users of the airspace
and others were in attendance. Studies
have also been conducted to determine
the effect of changing the airport from
VFR operations to IFR operations. The
results of the past studies which have
been made in conjunction with lengthen-
ing the runway or changing the use of
the airport from VFR operations to IFR
operations have been found to be objec-
tionable from an airspace utilization
standpoint. Based on the comments re-
ceived pertaining to Airspace Docket No
76-SW-2 and previous studies, the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration has deter-
mined that changing the Grand Prairie
Tex., Municipal Airport from VFR op-
erations to TFR operations and approv-
ing an instrument approach procedure
to that airport would severely impaet air
traffic operating to and from the Dallas-
Fort Worth Regional Airnort, NAS Dal-
lag, and other airports within the vicinity
and would continue to be objectionable
from an airspace utilization standpoint.
In view of the foregoing, alteration of
the Dallas-Fort Worth transition area
is not required.

Therefore, the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration has decided by this action
to withdraw Airspace Docket No. 76-SW-
2, The withdrawal does not, however
preclude the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration from issuing similar dockets in
the future, nor does it commit the FAA
to any course of action.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Notice of Proposed Rule Making pub-
lished in the FepErAL REGISTER February
26, 1976 (41 FR 8393) and circulated as
Alrspace Docket No. 76-SW-2, entitied
“Alteration of Transition Avea Is
hereby rescinded.

(Sec, 807(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1968 (49 U.S.C. 1348) and of Sec. 6(¢) of the
Department of Transportation Act (49 US.(
1656(¢c)).)

Tssued in Fort Worth, Tex., on April 13,
1976. 2
ALBERT H. THURBURN,

Acting Director,
Southwest Reglon.

[¥R D00.76-11579 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am)
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[14CFRPart71]
[Alrspace Docket No, 76-SW-18]

TRANSITION AREA
Proposed Designation

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to desig-
nate a 700-foot transition area at
Lamesa, Tex.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in triplicate to Chief, Air-
space and Procedures Branch, Air Traf-
fic Division, Southwest Region, Federal
Aviation Administration, P.O. Box 1689,
Fort Worth, Texas 76101. All com-
munications received on or before May
24, 1976, will be considered before action
is taken on the proposed amendment.
No public hearing is contemplated at this
time, but arrangements for informal
conferences with Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration officials may be made by
contacting the Chief, Airspace and Pro-
cedures Branch. Any cdata, views or argu-
ments presented during such confer-
ences must also be submitted in writing
in accordance with this notice in order
to become part of the record for con-
sideration. ‘'The proposal contained in
this notice may be changed in the light
of comments received. ,

The official docket will be available
for examination by interested persons
at the Office of the Regional Counsel,
Southwest Region, Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, Fort Worth, Texas. An in-
formal docket will also be available for
examination at the Office of the Chief,
Alrspace and Procedures Branch, Air
Traffic Division.

It is proposed to amend Part T1 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations as herein-
after set forth,

§71.181 [Amended]

In §71.181 (41 FR 440), the follow-
ing transition area is added:
LAMESA, TEX.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 9.5-mile

radius of the Lamesa, Tex., Municipal
Alrport  (latitude 82°45'00°', longitude
101°55°00""),

The transition area will provide addi-
tional controlled airspace to encompass
& proposed nondirectional radio beacon,
runway 33 f(original), instrument ap-
proach procedure to Lamesa, Tex.,
Municipal Airport.

_This notice will also serve to apprise
airspace users of a proposal to change
the airport category from VFR to IFR.
(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348) and of Sec. 6(c) of
the Department of Transportation Act {49
U.B.C. 1855(c) ).)

Issued in Fort Worth, TX., on April 12,
1976.

ArserT H. THURBURN,
Acting Director,
Southwest Region,
{FR Doc.76-11576 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]
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[14CFRPart71]
[Airspace Docket No. 76-NE-8]

TRANSITION AREA
Proposed Designation

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending §71.181 of
Part'71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions so as to designate a T00-foot tran-
sition area at Madison, Connecticut,

The designation of this transition
area is proposed to provide controlled
airspace protection for aircraft execut-
ing a new Instrument Approach Pro-
cedure (VOR-A Original) being estab-
lished to serve the Griswold Airport,
Madison, Connecticut.

Interested persons may submit such
written data or views as they may de-
sire. Communications should be sub-
mitted in triplicate to the Director, New
England Region, Atftention: Chief, Air
Fraffic Division, Department of Trans-
portation, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, 12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, Massachusetts 01803. All
communications received on or before
May 24, 1976 will be considered before
action is taken on the proposed amend-
ment. No hearing is contemplated at
this time, but arrangements may be
made for informal conferences with
Federal Aviation Administration officials
by contacting the Chief, Operations,
Procedures and Airspace Branch, New
England Region.

Any data or views presented during
such conferences must also be submitted
in writing in accordance with this notice
in order to become part of the record for
consideration. The proposal contained
in this notice may be changed in the
light of comments received.

The official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal
Aviation Administration, 12 New Eng-
land Executive Park, Burlington, Massa-
chusetts. -

The Federal Aviation Administration,
having completed a review of the air-
space requirements for the terminal
area of Madison, Connecticut, proposes
the airspace action hereinafter set forth:

§ 71.181 [Amended]

In §71.181 add the following tran-
sition area:

That -airspace extending upwards from
700 feet above the surface within a 5-mile
radius of the center, (latitude 41°16°17"* N.,
longitude 72°32°58"* W.) of the Griswold Alr-
port; within a 7-mile radius of the center of
the alrport extending clockwise from the
248° bearing to the 102° bearing.

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 [72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348] and Bec-

tion 6(c) of the Department of Transporta-
tion Act {49 U.S.C. 1655(c) 1.)

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts,
on April 6, 1976.

QUENTIN S. TAYLOR,

Director,
New England Region.

[FR Do¢.76-11577 Plled 4-21-76;8:45 am]
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[14CFRPart71]
[Airspace Docket No. 76-S0-40]
SALISBURY
Alteration of Transition Area

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering an amendment to Part 71
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that
would alter the Salisbury, N.C., transi-
tion area.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should bz
submitted in triplicate to the Federal
Aviation Administration, Southern Re-
gion, Air Traffic Division, P.O. Box 20636,
Aflanta, Ga. 30320. All communications
received within 30 days after publication
of this notice in the Feperar REGISTER
will be considered before action is taken
on the proposed amendment. No hearing
is contemplated at this time, but ar-
rangements for informal conferences
with Federal Aviation Administration
officials may be made by contacting the
Chief, Airspace and Procedures Branch.
Any data, views or arguments presented
during such conferences must also be
submitted in writing in accordance with
this notice in order to become part of the
record for consideration. The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
in light of comments received.

The official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Federal Aviation Administration, South~
ern Region, Room 645, 3400 Whipple
Street, East Point, Ga.

The Salisbury transition area de-
scribed in § 71.181 (41 F.R. 440) would
be amended as follows:

“s & * north of the RBN * * *” would be
deleted and “* * * north of the RBN;
within 3 miles each side of Rowan VOR (lati-
tude 85°38'36’" N., longitude 80°81°21"° W.)
191° radial extending from the 8-mile radius
area to 8.5 miles south of the VOR * * *~
would be substituted therefor.

The additional transition area exten-
sion is required to provide controlled air-
space for aircraft executing a proposed
VOR approach to Rowan County Airport.
‘The airport sponsor is planning to es-
tablish a nonfederal VOR on the airport
to support the instrument approach pro-
cedure.

(Sec, 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and of Sec. 6(c) of
the Department of Transportation Act (49
U.S8.C.1855(c)).)

Issued in East Point, Ga., on April 7,
1976.

PaILuir M, SWATEK,
Director, Southern Region.

[FR Doc.76-11281 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[14CFRPart73]
[Alrspace Docket No, 76-S0-29]

RESTRICTED AREA

Proposed Designation
The Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA) is considering an amendment to
Part 73 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions that would designate a Restricted

22, 1978
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Area R-2904 at Camp Blanding Military
Reservation, Starke, Fla.

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rule making by submitting
such written data, views or arguments
as they may desire. Communications
should identify the airspace docket num-
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the
Director, Southern Region, Atiention:
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia-~
tion Administration, P.O. Box 20636, At-
lanta, Ga. 30320. All communications re-
ceived on or before May 24, 1976 will
be considered before action is faken on
the proposed amendment. The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
in the light of comments received.

An official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Federal Aviation Administration, Office
of the Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket, AGC-24, 800 Independence Ave~
nue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20592. An
informal docket also will be available for
examination at the office of the Regional
Air Traffic Division Chief.

Request for copies of this Notice of
Proposed Rule Making should be ad-
dressed to the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, Office of Public Affairs, Atten~
tion: Public Information Center, APA-
230, 800 Independence Avenue, 8W.,
Washington, D.C. 20591.

The proposed amendment would des-
ignate a restricted area at Camp Bland-
ing, Fla., as follows:

R-2904 SrARKE, FLA.

Beginning at Lat. 30°03’30'' N,
81°55'40'' W., to Lat, 20°58'556’ N.,
81°55'40'" W., to Lat, 20°68°56' N. Long.
82°02°46"" W., to Lat. 80°03'30'" N., Long.
82°02'46’' W., thence to point of beginning.

Altitudes, Surface to buf not including
1800 feet MSL.

Time of designation. Daily April through
August 0800 to 1700 local. 0800 to 1700 local
Monday through Friday, September through
March. OtBer times by NOTAM.

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration Jacksonville TRACON Jackson=
ville, Fla.

Using agency. Department of Military Af-
fairs, State Arsenal, 8t. Augustine, Fla. 32084.

The proposed restricted area encom-
passes an area that generally underlies
the southwest portion of existing R—-
2903A. The Florida Army National Guard
has a training need to conduct within
that area surface firing and ground tacti-
cal operations that involve the use of
surface-to-air-pyrotechnics. If the pro-
posal is adopted the restricted area air-
space would be shared with the aviation
community on & joint use basis when it
is not needed by the military for its in-
tended purpose. Also, adoption of this
proposal would be contingent on the
revocation of Restricted Area A-2903A
and would be concurrent with that ac-
tion. Revocation of R-2903A is pre-
dicated on adoption of the proposal con-
tained in Docket No. 15384; Notice No,
76-3. That docket proposes airspace ac-
tion that would permit such revocation,
{Sec, 807(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1848(a)) and Sec. 6(c) of
the Department of Transportation Act (49
U.S,0. 1665(0)).)

Long.
Long.
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Issued In Washington, D.C., on April
16, 1976.
Wiriam E. BROADWATER,
Chtef, Airspace and Air
Traffic Rules Division.

{FR D00.76-11580 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[14CFRPart73]
| Airspace Docket No. 76-80-30]
RESTRICTED AREAS
Proposed Designation

The Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA) is considering an amendment to
Part 73 of the Federal Aviatiorr Regula-
tions that would designate two restricted
areas near Tyndall Alr Force Base, Fla.
The resfricted areas would be used to
contain BQM-34 drone aircraft during
launch and recovery operations. The
Department of the Air Force Air Defense
Weapons Center (ADWC) has a require-
ment to conduct these operations at any
time. Under adverse weather conditions,
when visual monitoring of theé drone
flight is limited, the operations would
constitute a hazard to other flight activi-
ties.

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rule making by submitting
such written data, views or arguments as
they may desire. Communications should
identify the airspace docket number and
be submitted in triplicate to the Direc~
tor, Southern Region, Attention: Chief,
Air Traffic Division, Federal Aviation
Administration, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta,
Ga. 30320. Since advance confirmation
of certain military training and testing
tentatively scheduled for the Tyndall
area is required in the near future and
is contingent upon authorization to con-
duct drone operations within the air-
space described herein, weather condi-
tions notwithstanding, early determina-
tion of this proposal is necessary and a
reduction of the 30 day period normally
allowed for public comment is therefore
warranted. However, all communica-
tions received on or before May 7, 1976
will be considered before action is taken
on the proposed amendment. The pro-
posal contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments re-
ceived.

An official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Federal Aviation Administration, Office
of the Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket, AGC-24, 800 Independence
Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20591.
An informal docket also will be available
for examination at the office of the
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief,

Request for copies of this Notice of
Proposed Rule Making should be ad-
dressed to the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Office of Public Affairs, Atten-
tion: Public Information Center, APA-
230,800 Independence Avenue, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 205691.

The proposed amendment would desig-
nate the following restricted areas:

R-2006A TynNvaLL AFB, Fra.

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 30°01'30''n
Long. 85°32'30"W., to Lat. 30°01'15"N
Long. 85"30’00"w.. to Lat. 29°66'00"'N.,
Long, 85°33’00"" W., thence 3 nautical miles
from and parallel to the shoreline to Lat
29°69'00’’'N., Long. 85°36'30'"W, to point of
beginning.

Deslgnated altltudes Surface to
feet MSL.

Time of designation. Intermittent, as an-
nounced by NOTAM, for periods of approxi-
mately 10 minutes during launch or re.
covery, Monday through Friday; occasionally
on weekends,

Controlling agency, Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, Jacksonville ARTC Cencer.

Using agency. Air Defense Weapons Cents
Tyndall AFB, Fla.

R~2005B TyNpALL AFB, FraA.

Boundaries, Beginning at Lat. 309014156'' N
Long. 86°30°00"" W, to Lat. 30°01700’' N, Long
85°27'00"" W., to Lat. 29°54'00"' N, Long. 85°-
270" W,, thence 3 nautical mileg from apd
parallel to the shoreline to Lat. 20°56°00' N
Long. 85°33'0" W,, to point of beginning

Designated altitudes. Surface to 10,000 fee!
MSL.

Time of designation, Intermittent, as an-
nounced by NOTAM, for periods of approx:-
mately 10 minutes during launch or re-
eovery, Monday through Friday; occasionally
on weekends,

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, Jacksonville ARTC Center

Using agency. Air Defense Weapons Ce:
ter, Tyndall AFB, Fla.

The proposed restricted areas would

enable the Air Defense Weapons Center
to launch and recover BQM-34 drone air-
craft in all weather conditions without
imposing a hazard to other flight activi-
ties in the area. As evidenced by the pro-
posed times of designation, activation
would be limited to the minimum re-
quired to execute a launch or recovery
and normally would be of short dura-
tion. Authorization to operate the drones
in all weather conditions would enhance
the Air Defense Weapons Center mission
support capability and promote cost ef-
fectiveness by reducing the necessity fo
cancel scheduled training due to adverse
weather.
(Sec. 807(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1968 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and Sec. 6(c) of the
Department of Transportation Act (48 USC.
1655(¢)).)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April
16, 1976.

10,000

WiLriam E. BROADWATER,
Chief, Airspace and Air
Traffic Rules Division.

[FR Doc.76-11581 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION
[47CFRPart15]

[Docket No. 20746]
RECEIVER CERTIFICATION PROGRAM

- Proposed Revision of Technical
Specifications; Extension of Time

1. The proceedings in this Docket look
to amendment of Part 15 of the Com-
mission’s rules to extend receiver cer-
tification programs, revise technical
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specifications for receivers, and to make
certain other changes. These proceedings
are related to those in Docket 20120 (41
FR 13375, March 30, 1976), the citizens
radio channel expansion proceeding, for
which comments are due on May 26, 1976.

2. Because of the interrelatedness of
Dockets 20746 and 20120 and the desir-
ability of responding to bath proposals in
a comprehensive manner, the Citizens
Radlo Section, Communications Divi-
sion, Electronic Industries Association,
has requested an extension of time for
filing of comments in' Docket 20746 to
May 26, 1976, the same closing date as
Docket 20120.

3. In view of the importance of this
proceeding and its relationship to the
Docket 20120 proceeding and because of
the Commission’s desire to have the most
definitive responses possible, an exten-
sion of time to May 26, 1976 for the filing
of Original Comments and June 10, 1976
for the filing of Reply Comments is
ordered, pursuart to Section 0.251(b) of
the Commission’s Rules.

Adopted: April 16, 19786.
Released: April 19, 1976.

[sEAL] AsHTON R. HArDY,
General Counsel.

[FR Doc.76-11674 Flled 4-21-76;8:45 am |

FEDERAL MEDIATION AND
CONCILIATION SERVICE

[ 29 CFR Part 1404 ]
ARBITRATION SERVICES
Proposed Regulations

Following two years of intensive review
of the Arbitration Services program of
the Federal Mediation and Conciliation
Service, and based upon the input and
advice of the FMCS Arbitration Services
Advisory Committee and numerous ob-
servations by users of the program, it is
proposed to amend Chapter XIT of Title
29 of the Code of Federal Regulations by
amending Part 1404 to read as set forth
below, -

This amended Part 1404 contains the
Federal Mediation and Conciliation Serv-
lce’s rules concerning the policy of the
FMCS Arbitration Services program,
standards of eligibility of arbitrators for

admission to and retention on the roster,

procedures for arbitration services and
proceedings, and the procedure for ad-
ministrative action regarding arbitrators
on the roster. of

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit comments, data or arguments until
May 15, 1976 to: The Office of the Gen-
eral Counsel, Federal Mediation and
Conciliation Service, 2100 K Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20427.

JAMES F. SCEARCE,
National Director.

The proposed amended Part 1404 reads
as follows:

PART 1404—ARBITRATION SERVICES

Subpart A—General Poli and Standards of
Seo, Eugnmf&
1404.1  Arbitration.

14042 Standards for admission and re-
tention on the roster.
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Subpart B—Procedures for Arbitration Services

Bec.
1404.10 Procedures for requesting arbitra-
tion panels.
Arbitrabllity.
Nominations of arbitrators.
Appointments of arbitrators.
Status of arbitrator and conduct of
hearings.
1404.15 Decision and award.
1404.16 Fees and charges of arbitrators.
Subpart C—Procedure for Administrative Action
Sec.
140420 Charge and investigation.
140421 Complaint, answer, and request for
hearing.
Hearing.
Declsion.
1404.24 Appeal.

AvTHORITY: Sec. 202, 61 Stat. 153, as
amended; 29 U.S.C. 172. Interpret or apply
Sec. 3, 80 Stat. 260, Sec. 203, 61 Stat. 153; 5
U.S.C. 552, 29 U.S.C. 178.

Subpart A—General Policy and Standards
of Eligibility

§ 1404.1  Arbitration.

(a) The labor policy of the U.S. Gov-
ernment is designed to foster and pro-
mote free collective bargaining. Volun-
tary arbitration is encouraged by public
policy and is, in fact, widely utilized by
the parties to resolve disputes invelving
the interpretation or application of col-
lective bargaining agreements. Also, in
appropriate cases, voluntary arbitration
and factfinding are essential features of
free collective bargaining and are desir-
able alternatives to economic strife in
settling and interpreting the terms of a
collective bargaining agreement. The
parties assume broad responsibilities for
the success of the private judicial sys-
tem they have chosen.

(b) The Federal Mediation and Con-
ciliation Service is sometimes referred to
herein as FMCS or the Service and the
Office of Arbitration Services of the
Service is sometimes referred to herein
as OAS. The Service has established the
OAS to implement the provisions of this
part.

§ 1404.2 Standards for Admission and
Retention on the Roster.

(a) It is the policy of the Service to
maintain on its roster only those arbi-
trators who are qualified, who adhere to
ethical standards, and who have a dem-
onstrated record of selection by the
parties.

(b) Applicants for inclusion on the
roster should be able to demonstrate ex-
perience, competence, and acceptability
in a third-party role in the resolution
of labor relations disputes such as medi-
ator, factfinder, or arbitrator. Preferred
applicants are those with experience ‘as
arbitrators in labor-management mat-
ters. Others may be considered who have
considerable experience in relevant posi-
tions in collective bargaining and have
shown growth and stability. All such ap-
plicants should have experience in a
variety of issues in many industries and
bargaining units.

(¢) A limited number of admissions
to the roster may be made from appli-
cants who do not quite meet the experi-
ence qualifications, but participate in

1404.11
1404.12
140413
1404.14

1404.22
140423
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FMCS sponsored or approved orientation
and training programs.

{d) All applicants and arbitrators on
the roster must be able to demonstrate
acceptable ability in analysis, recom-
mendations, and decision writing. Such
persons must also be able to conduct a
due process hearing in an orderly man-
ner, be physically and mentally equipped
to withstand the tensions of an adversary
proceeding, and be able to speak in a
clear and concise manner,

(e) All applicants and arbitrators on
the roster should be recognized as being
able to conduct and render fair and im-
partial proceedings and awards. Accord-
ingly, employees of, advocates for, and
consultants to labor or management
shall not be eligible for admission to or
retention on the roster unless they meet
the éxceptions noted in subparagraphs
(1) and (2) below. An advocate or con-
sultant is defined as one who represents
management or labor in matters of
labor relations, including but not limited
to the subjects of collective bargaining,
unfair (labor) practices, equal employ-
ment opportunity and other areas gen-
erally recognized as constituting labor
relations.

(1) Those on the roster who are em-
ployees of, advocates for, or consultants
to a management or labor organization
shall be removed from the roster unless
it can be affirmatively shown by the
FMCS selection records that such person
has a very high degree of acceptability
by the parties.

(2) Applicants who are employees of,
advocates for, and consultants to labor
or management may be considered for
appointment to the roster if, in the
opinion of the Service, they have a dem-
onstrated record of broad acceptability
by both labor and management and their
inclusion will not preclude their possi-
bility of selection by parties to a dispute.

(3) In deciding which persons will not
be admitted or retained on the roster,
the Service may further consider whether
a person has an actual or apparent bias
or an actual or apparent conflict of
interest.

(4) Employees of the Federal Govern-
ment are not eligible for admission to the
roster.

(f) Lack of need by the Service in a
geographic area will not deny a clearly
qualified applicant from admission to
the roster.

(g) Inquiries relative to the appli-
cant’s qualifications may be made of
arbitrators or FMCS personnel familiar
with the applicant, and union and man-
agement arbitration practitioners,

(h) The arbitrators on the roster
shall execute and return all documents,
forms, and reports required by the Sery-
ice and shall keep the Service informed
of changes of address, telephone num-
bers, occupation, avallability, and of any
business or other connection or relation-
ship which involves labor-management
relations,

(1) The Services requires that appli-
cants and those on the roster keep cur-
rent with principles, practices and de-
velopments that are relevant to his or
her own field of arbitration practice.
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(j) The Service has an obligation to
the parties to maintain qualified, compe-
tent, acceptable and ethical arbitrators
on its roster. Consequently, in addition
to requiring compliance with the rules
and regulations set out herein by the
Service and such guidelines and proce-
dures as may be issued by the OAS, each
arbitrator shall conform to the ethical
standards and procedures set forth in
the Code of Professional Responsibility
for Arbitrators of Labor-Management
Disputes approved by the Joint Steering
Committee of the National Academy of
Arbitrators (composed of representatives
from the Academy, the American Arbi-
tration Association and the Service) in
November 1974 and published in April
1975, incorporated by reference herein.
Arbitrators are also required to conform
to ethical standards and procedures com-
monly utilized by factfinders, hearing
examiners, arbitrators, and judges in the
course of conducting hearings.

(k) Applicants who qualify under the
criteria for admission to the FMCS ros-
ter of arbitrators shall be certified by
the National Director of FMCS. Arbitra-
tors currently on the roster, following an
evaluation of their continuing comph-
ance with the standards contained here-
in, shall likewise be certified. The entire
roster of arbitrators shall periodically
be reviewed for purposes of determining
continued compliance with the stand-
ards contained herein and continued re-
tention on the roster.

(1) The Service reserves the right to
remove arbitrators from the roster or
take other appropriate action in accord-
ance with the procedure specified in
Subpart C, §§ 140420 through 24 for
nonconformance with the standards set
forth in this section.

Subpart B—Procedures for Arbitration
Services

§ 1404.10 Procedures for Requesting
Arbitration Panels.

The Office of Arbitration Services has
been delegated the responsibility for ad-
ministering all requests for arbitration
services under these regulations.

(a) The OAS maintains a roster of in-
dividuals considered competent for hear-
ing arbitration cases. OAS will refer a
panel of such individuals to the parties
upon request. The Service prefers to act
upon & joint request which should be ad-
dressed to the Federal Mediation and
Conciliation Service, Washington, D.C.
20427, Attention: Office of Arbitration
Services. In the event that the request is

made by only one party, the Service may -

act if the parties have agreed that either
of them may seek a panel, either by spe-
cific ad hoc agreement or by specific lan-
guage in the applicable collective bar-
gaining agreement.

(b) The parties are urged to use the
Request for Arbitration Panel form (R~
43) available at any FMCS regional of-
fice or fleld station. A brief statement of
the issues in dispute should accompany
the Fequest to enable the Service to sub-
mit the names of arbitrators qualified
for the issues involved. The request
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should also include a current copy of the
arbitration section of the collective bar-
gaining agreement or stipulation to arbi-
trate.

§ 1404.11 Arbitrability.

Where either party claims that a dis-
pute is not subject to arbitration, the
Service will not decide the merits of such
claim. The submission of a panel should
not be constructed as anything more
than compliance with a request.

§ 1404.12 Nominations of Arbitrators.

(a) When the parties have-been un-
able to agree on an arbitrator, the Serv-
ice will submit to the parties the names
of seven arbitrators unless the applicable
collective bargaining agreement provides
for a different number, or unless the
parties themselves request a different
number. Together with the submission of
a panel of arbitrators, the Service will
furnish a biographical sketch for each
member of the panel. This sketch states
the background, qualifications, experi-
ence, and per diem fee.

(b) In selecting names for inclusion on
a panel, the Service considers many fac-
tors, but the desires of the parties are of
foremost consideration.

(1) If at any time both parties request
that a name or names be omitted from a
panel, such name or names will be
omitted, unless they are excessive in
number or otherwise appear to lack care~
ful consideration.

(2) If only one party requests that a
name or names be omitted from a panel,
such request shall not be honored. The
Service will not place names on a panel
at the request of one party unless the
other party has knowledge of such re-
quest and has no objection thereto.

(3) If the issue described in the re-
quest appears to require special technical
experience or qualifications, arbitrators
who possess such qualifications will,
where possible, be included on the panel
submitted to the parties.

(4) If one party requests that the
panel be composed entirely of persons
with specific qualifications or that it con-
sist of all local or nonlocal persons, such
request will be honored if the agreement
so provides or the other party so agrees.

(¢) Two methods generally utilized for
selection from a panel are: (1) Each
party alternately strikes a name from
the submitted panel until one remains.

(2) Each party advises the Service of
its order of preference by numbering
each name on the panel.

In almost all cases, an arbitrator Is
chosen from one panel. However, if a
party requests another panel, the Service
shall comply with a request providing
that an additional panel is permissible
under the terms of the agreement or the
other party so agrees. Requests for more
than two panels must be accompanied
by a statement of explanation and will be
considered on a case-by-case basis.

(d) Subsequent adjustment of disputes
is not precluded by the submission of a
panel or a selection of the arbitrator. In
the event a dispute is settled by the

parties after the initial request for a
panel or after selection of the arbitrator,
notice of such settlement shall be sent
promptly to the arbitrator and to the
Service.

§ 1404.13 Appointment of Arbitrators,

(a) The parties are obligated to notify
the OAS of their selection of an arbi-
trator. The arbitrator, Independently of
such notice by the parties, shall notify
the OAS of the selection and willingness
to serve. The Service will make a direct
appointment of an arbitrator based upon
a joint request or upon a unilateral re-
quest when the applicable collective bar-
gaining agreement so authorizes.

{(b) The arbitrator, upon appointment
notification, is required to communicate
with the parties immediately to arrange
for preliminary matters, such as date
and place of hearing.

§ 1404.14 Status of Arbitrator and Con-
duet of Hearings.

(a) The arbitrators on the FMCS ros-
ter are not employees of the Federal Gov-
ernment; therefore, the Service does not
investigate their security status. When
an arbitrator is selected by the parties,
he or she is retained by them and they
must assume complete responsibility for
the arbitrator’s security status.

(b) After appointment, the legal rela-
tionship of an arbitrator is with the
parties rather than the Service, although
the Service does have a continuing in-
terest in the proceedings and the per-
formance of arbitrators maintained on
its roster.

(¢) All proceedings conducted by the
arbitrator shall be in conformity with
the recognized principles of due process
of law, established practices in the hear-
ing of arbitration cases, contractual ob-
ligations specified by the parties, the
Code of Professional Responsibility, and
such guidelines as may Issue from the
Service. The conduct of the arbitration
proceeding is under the arbitrator’s ju-
risdiction and control. The arbitrator’s
decision is to be based on the record In
the proceedings. The arbitrator may, un-
less prohibited by law, proceed in the ab-
sence of any party who, after due notice,
fails to be present or to obtain a post-
ponement. The award, however, must be
supported by evidence.

§ 1404.15 Decision and Award.

(a) The award shall be made not later
than 30 days from the date of the closing
of the record as determined by the ar-
bitrator, unless otherwise agreed upon
by the parties or specified by law. How-
ever, a failure to make such an award
within 30 days shall not invalidate such
an award.

(b) The parties should inform the
Service .whenever a decision is unduly
delayed. The Service expects to be noti-
filed by the arbitrator if and when the
arbitrator (1) cannot -schedule, hear,
and determine issues promptly, and; (2)
learns a dispute has been settled by the
parties prior to the hearing.
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(¢) After an award has been submitted
to the parties, the arbitrator is required
to file & copy with the OAS. The arbitra-
tor ‘s further required to submit a Fee
and Award Statement, (R-19) showing a
nreakdown of the fee and expense
charges so that the Service may be in a
position to review conformance with its
fee and expenses reporting requirements.
Cooperation in filing hoth award and
report within 15 days after rendering an
award is required of all arbitrators.

(d) It is' the policy of the Service not
to release arbitration decision for publi-
cation or distribution without the con-
sent of both parties. Furthermore, the
Service expects the arbitrators it has
nominated or appointed not to give pub-
licity to awards they may issue except as
agreed to by the parties.

§ 1404.16 Fees and Charges of Arbitra-

tors.

(a) No administrative or filing fee is
charged by the Service. The current pol-
icy of the Service permits each of its
nominees or appointees to charge a per
diem fee for services, the amount of
which is certified in advance to the Serv-
ice. Each arbitrator’s maximum per diem
fee is set forth on a biographical sketch
which is sent to the parties when panels
are submitted, and is the controlling fee
if the arbitrator is selected. The arbitra-
tor shall not change a per diem fee to be
noted on his or her biographical sketch
without giving at least 30 days advance
notice to the Service of the intention to
do s50.

(b) The arbitrator is entitled to be
compensated for the time lost when the
parties do not allow sufficient notice of
postponement or cancellation of a hear-
ing for rearrangement of the arbitra-
tor's schedule.

(¢) In those cases where arbitrators fix
wages or other important terms of a con-
tract, the maximum fee noted above may
be exceeded by the arbitrator after agree-
ment by the parties. Conversely, an ar-
bitrator may give due consideration to
the financial condition of the parties and
charge less than the listed fee in appro-
priate cases.

(d) In cases involving unusual amounts
of time and expenses relative to pre-
hearing and post-hearing administration
of a particular case, an administrative
charge may be made.

(e) All other charges shall be divulged
to th: parties immediately after appoint-
ment,

Subpart C—Procedure for Administrative
Action

§ 1404.20 Charge and Investigation.

(a) Arbitrators on the roster are re-
quired to adhere to the standards set
fprth in these regulations, in particular,
the standards for admission or reten-
tion on the roster set forth in Subpart
A, Section 1404.2.

(b) In response to a specific charge or
upou receipt of knowledge of an alleged
violation of these regulations, the OAS
may make such inquiry in to disposition
of the matter as warranted by all the

FEDERAL

'PROPOSED RULES

facts and circumstances, including but
not limited to, contacting the arbitrator
in question. Any statements in support of
the specific charges shall be reduced to
writing and signed and made part of an
official file maintained by the OAS.

§ 1404.21 Complaint, Answer, and Re-
quest for Hearing.

(a) If, as a result of the investigation
described in 1404.20, the matter is not
resolved and a sufficient basis exists for
believing that violations of these regu-
lations have occurred, the OAS will cause
a written complaint to be served on the
arbitrator by registered mail. Such com-
plaint shall specify in detail the allega-
tions of violations of regulations and
allow the arbitrator not more than 30
days after receipt of complaint, unless
an extension is granted for good cause
shown, in which to file an answer to the
complaint.

(b) All evidence, including signed
statements in support thereof, forming
the basis of the complaint shall be made
part of an official file by the OAS, which
shall be available for inspection by the
arbitrator upon written request at any
time following issuance of a-formal
complaint.

(¢) Failure fo file an answer respond-
ing to the allegations of the complaint
shall be deemed sufficient grounds for the
OAS to render a decision based upon the
complaint and evidence in support
thereof.

(d) The answer, in addition to re-
sponding to the allegations in the com-
plaint, may include documentary evi-
dence, such as signed statements offered
in defense of the allegations, and shall
be made part of the official file. After
receipt of an answer that does not in-
clude a request for hearing, as specified
in paragraph (e) § 1404.21, the Deputy
National Director or his designee shall
issue a decision on the merits following
careful review and consideration of the
complaint, the answer, and any docu-
mentary evidence contained in the offi-
cial file.

(e) The answer may also specifically
request the opportunity for a hearing be-
fore an impartial representative desig-
nated by the Deputy National Director
of FMCS. Failure to request a hearing at
the time of filing the answer will be con-
sidered a waiver of that right.

(f) In all instances, the OAS shall
have the burden of substantiating the
allegations of the complaint,

§ 1404.22 Hearing.

(a) If a hearing is requested by the
arbitrator in his answer, the representa-
tive designated by the Office of Deputy
National Director, hereinafter referred
to as the hearing officer, shall promptly
communicate with the arbitrator to set
a time and place for such hearing, but
in no event later than 21 days following
receipt of an answer.

(b) At the hearing to be conducted by
the hearing officer, the arbitrator may
personally or through a representative
of his own choosing present any relevant
documentary evidence or oral testimony.
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The arbitrator should make a good faith
effort to submit any written or docu-
mentary evidence of supplementary to
his written answer prior to the date of
any hearing. Copies of such material will
be made available to OAS.

(c) Transcripts may be utilized either
by order of the hearing officer or at the
request of the arbitrator. In the latter

instance, the costs shall be equally
shared.
§ 1404.23 Decision.

{a) In the event that an answer is
not filed or an answer is filed but the
hearing is not requested therein, a writ-
ten decision on the merits of the com-
plaint, as provided in paragraphs (¢) and
(d) of §1404.21, setting forth the find-
ings of fact, conclusions, and remedial
action, if any, shall be issued promptly.
A copy thereof shall be sent to the arbi-
trator by registered mail.

(b) In the event a hearing is con-
ducted pursuant to paragraph (b) of
§ 1404.22 the hearing officer shall issue a
written decision setting forth the find-
ings of fact, conclusions and remedial
action, if any, as soon as possible follow-
ing completion of the hearing and re-
ceipt of franscript and serve a copy on
the arbitrator by registered mail.

(¢) Copies of all decisions shall be for-
warded to the OAS and be made part of
the arbitrator’s official file.

§ 140424 Appeal.

(a) Within 15 days after receipt by the
arbitrator of any decision issued pursu-
ant to §§ 1404.21(d) and 1404.23(b), un-
less an extension of time is requested
and granted for good cause, the arbitra-
tor may appeal the decision by filing a
written notice of appeal with the Office
of the National Director of the Service
specifying the particular findings of fact,
conclusions or corrective action to which
exception is taken.

(b) The National Director or his desig-
nee will review the entire existing record
upon which the decision was rendered to
determine whether or not the decision is
supported by substantial evidence. As
soon as practicable after appeal, the Na-
tional Director will issue a written de-
cision affirming or denying in whole or
in part the decision and cause a copy to
be served on the arbitrator by registered
mail,

[FR Doc.76-11662 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am|

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

Federal Supply Service
[41 CFR Part 101-5]

CENTRALIZED FIELD DUPLICATING
ERVICES

Proposed Changes to Federal Property
Management Regulations
Notice is hereby given that General
Services Administration (GSA proposes
to amend the regulations issued in Part
101-5 of the Federal Property Manage=
ment Regulations (FPMR).
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FIPMR 101-5 presently prescribes the
methods by which GSA provides for the
establishment of centralized services in
Federal buildings occupied by & number
of executive agencies. Specific guidelines
and procedures for the establishment and
operation of centralized field duplicating
services on a reimbursable basis are pro-
vided in FPMR 101-5.2. It is proposed to
revise these regulations to provide addi-
tional policy concerning the transfer of
personnel from participating agencies to
the agency operating the centralized field
duplicating plant. The proposed regula-
tions will also exempt from transfer to
the centralized plant all copy-processing
machines having a maximum speed of 25
copies a minute or less, subject to certain
conditions. Other sections of FPMR 101-
5.2 will be revised or amended to provide
editorial changes and to inform agencies
of a new GSA form for use in perform-
ing feasibility studies concerning pro-
posed centralized field duplicating plants.

Written comments concerning the pro-
posed amendment may be submitted to
the Commissioner, Federal Supply Serv-
ice, General Services Administration,
Washington, DC 20406, on or before
June 7, 1976.

In consonance with the foregoing, it
is proposed to amend the FPMR as
follows:

Subpart 101-5.2—Centralized Field
Duplicating Services
1. Section 101-5.201 is revised as
follows:

§ 101-5.201 Applicability.

This subpart is applicable to all execu-
tive agencies which occupy space in or
are prospective occupants of a multi-oc-
cupant Federal building or complex lo-
cated in the United States,

‘9. Section 101-5.202 is amended as
follows:

§101-5.202 Types of centralized field
duplicating services,

With due regard to the rules and regu-
lations of the Joint Committee on Print-
ing, the types of centralized field dupli-
cating services made available by GSA
to occupying agencies in a Federal build-
ing or complex will be as follows:

* L - - L

3. Section 101-5.203-1 is amended as
follows:

§ 101-5.203-1 Scheduling of feasibility

studies.

(a) Based on the available data on
the proposed size, location, number of
agencies scheduled for occupancy, and
other factors pertinent to a proposed
new Federal building, GSA will deter-
mine whether to provide for a central-
ized field duplicating plant in the space
directive covering the new building. A
feasibility study thereafter will be sched-
uled and coordinated with the Federal
bullding program of the Public Build-
ings Service, GSA, to occur during the
period following development of the
prospectus and before development of
final working drawings for the space di-
rective, The final decision to provide

FEDERAL

PROPOSED RULES

centralized field duplicating services in
a new Federal building will be subject to
subsequent determination by the Ad-
ministrator of General Services based
upon the formal feasibility study.

4. Section 101-5.203-4 is revised as
follows:

§ 101-5.203-4 Duplicating Services—
Individual Agency Survey.

Each agency covered by a feasibility
study will be requested, through its des-
ignated local representative, to com-
plete and furnish to the appropriate
GSA regional office GSA Form 3300, Du-
plicating Services—Individual Agency
Survey. When necessary, representatives
of the GSA regional printing and dis-
tribution activity will be available to as-
sist in completion of the GSA Form 3300.
Copies of GSA Form 3300 will be furn-
ished to the agencies by GSA regional
offices at the time the request for com-
pletion is made.

5. Section 101-5.203-6 is revised as
follows:

§ 101-5.203-6 Pooling of equipment
and personnel.

(a) In establishing centralized repro-
duction facilities in Federal buildings,
GSA regional offices will make arrange=
ments with participating agencies for
the transfer of duplicating and related
equipment for the centralized plant.
The duplicating equipment for transfer
shall be as defined in current Govern-
ment Printing and Binding Regulations
issued by the Joint Committee on Print-
ing. Equipment transferred to the
agency operating the centralized plant
shall be without reimbursement to the
using agency. Transferred equipment,
which is not used in the centralized plant,
will be held for a period of 6 months at
which time it will be disposed of by GSA
in accordance with applicable regula~-
tions governing the disposal of excess
property. Copy-processing machines, as
provided in paragraph (b) of this section
(as well as reproduction, addressing, and
automatic copy-processing equipment
used in bona fide systems applications),
may be retained by mutual agreement
with using agencies.

(b) All copy-processing machines hav-
ing & maximum speed of 25 copies a min-
ute or less are exempted from transfer
to the centralized plant, subject to the
following conditions:

(1) No automatic document feeders,
sorting mechanisims, or similar devices
that encourage the use of the copier as a
duplicating machine will be permitted,
except in certified bona fide systems ap-
plications approved in advance by GSA.

(2) All purchase orders for new copy-
ing equipment or for continuation of
existing equipment shall be submitted to
the centarlized facility manager for ap-
proval prior to release to the vendor.

(3) Exempted copiers, other than in
bona fide systems applications provided
in this § 101-5.203-6, are to be used for
making not more than 20 copies of any
one original, Requirements for more than

20 copies shall be submitted to the cen-
tralized facility for reproduction.

(4) The centralized facility manager
shall periodically inspect agency copiers
to ensure compliance with the terms of
the exemption provisions. Following such
inpections, action shall be taken first at
the local level, then, if necessary, at the
headquarters level, to promptly remove
any unauthorized equipment, attach-
ments, and devices not in consonance
with these provisions.

(¢) Personnel devoting over 50 percent
of time to the duplicating activities of
the affected agency will be identified for
transfer to the operating agency upon
establishment of a centralized plant, in
accordance with the U.S. Civil Service
Commission regulations relating to the
transfer of functions. Agencies are also
expected to transfer personnel ceiling to
the operating agency for employees so
transferred.

(d) Space for duplicating equipment,
electrical outlets, or other services for
such equipment, where use of such equip-
ment would duplicate the services pro-
vided by the centralized plant will not be
made available by GSA to occupant
agencies, unless sufficient justification
and the written consent of the GSA re-
glonal printing and distribution activity
are submitted with Standard Form 81,
Request for Space, to the appropriate
Regional Director, Space Management
Division, PBS, for approval.

8. Section 101-5.203-7 is revised as fol-
lows: :

§ 101-5.203=7 Determination of feasi-
bility.

The Administrator of General Services
will determine the economic feasibility
of each proposed centralized field dupli-
cating plant in accordance with § 101-
5.104-7. The Director of the Ofiice of
Management and Budget and the head
of each affected agency will be advised
of the Administrator's determination to
establish a centralized plant.

7. Section 101-5.205-2 is amended as
follows:

§101-5.205-2 Prerequisites to designa-
tion of other agencies.
- - - -~ .

(a) Generally, prices charged to Gov-
ernment agencies using the centralized
field duplicating service should be no
higher for identical services than those
specified on the currently effective na-
tionwide uniform General Service Ad-
ministration Reproduction Services Price
Schedule. In special circumstances, de-
viations from the Price Schedule may 'bcv
developed jointly by GSA and the desig
nated agency.

(b) The designated agency shall ac-
cept responsibility for implementing the
determination of the Administrator of
General Services to establish a centra-
lized field duplicating plant, issued in ac-
cordance with §§101-5104-7 and 101-
5.203-7, including the provisions for
transfer of excess equipment and other
procedures and conditions specified In
that determination, Necessary deviations
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from the determination may be devel--

oped jointly by GSA and the designated
gency.

s 8. Section 101-5.205-3 is amended as

follows:

§ 101-5.205-3 Actions prior to opera-
tion of plant.
* - * * .

(a) The designated agency will assist
the appropriate GSA regional office in
the determination of firm space needs,
including any special requirements:
Space needs will be furnished by the GSA
regional Customer Service and Support
Division (regional Printing and Distribu-
tion Division, Region 3) FSS, to the
Public Buildings Service, GSA, before
preparation of final working drawings
for the Federal buildings in which the
plant is to be located.

9. Sections 101-5.4901, 101-5.4902, and
101-5.4903 are deleted and reserved as
follows:

§101-5.4901 [Reserved]
§101-5.4902 [Reserved]
§101-5.4903 [Reserved]

(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c).)
Dated: April 12, 1976.

WaLrace H. RoBINSON, JT.,
Commissioner,
Federal Supply Service.

{FR Doc.76-11694 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am|

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[10CFR Parts 2and 50 ]

LICENSING OF PRODUCTION AND
UTILIZATION FACILITIES

Early Site Reviews and Limited Work
Authorizations

Notice is hereby given that the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission has under con-
sideration amendments to its regulations
In 10 CFR Part 2, “Rules of Practice,”
and 10 CFR Part 50, “Licensing of Pro-
duction and Utilization Facilities,” which
would encourage and provide for early
review of site suitability issues associated
with nuclear power reactors and other
large utilization and production facili-
tles, and extend the so-called “limited
work authorization” concept to include
broduction facilities such as commercial
‘ isotopic enrichment plents and fuel re-

Processing plants, and testing reactors.

EARLY SIre REVIEWS

GENERAL POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

In recent years the nuclear facility
licensing process has increasingly focused
on issues regarding the suitability of the
proposed facility site. The acceptability
of the proposed site is a critical issue in
the construction permit review and hear-
Ing process, and on a number of occa-
Slons unfavorable decisions on site suit-
ability issues have proven to have been
dispositive of the applications.

Since July 1968, Paragraph I(¢) of Ap-

pendix A to Part 2 of the Atomic Energy
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Commission’s (now Nuclear Regulatory
Commission’s) regulations has provided
for consideration of the matter of suit-
ability of a proposed site for a production
or utilization facility separately from,
and prior to, consideration of other is-
sues in the hearing on an application for
a construction permit. Some applicants
have sought and received early site re-
view by the staff, but, under the present
system, these reviews have been in-
formal and no firm conclusions have
been reached. Very few site reviews have
been carried through to a formal staff re-

port and review by the Advisory Com-

mittee on Reactor Safeguards. As a re-
sult, prospective construction permit ap-
plicants have not had a firm basis for
planning with reference to the accept-
ability of potential sites. And it has often
been necessary to review site issues again
in the context of the construction permit
application, with a consequent loss of
efficiency in the licensing.process.

Early reviews and decisions on site
suitability issues offer several advantages.
They would be of value to construction
permit applicants in providing early
identification and resolution of site-
related problems before substantial com-
mitments of resources are made in the
choice of a plant design and in going for-
ward with the remainder of the applica~
tion. For example. an early site review
could indicate that local geological,
hydrological, or meteorological conditions
make the proposed site unacceptable, or
indicate that the total environmental
impact associated with facility construc-
tion and operation would be such that it
would appear that some other site is
superior. Early consideration of site
suitability issues would also enhance the
efficiency of the licensing review process
by substantially removing the resolution
of critical siting issues as a delaying
factor in the review process prior to con-
struction authorization. Early hearings
on site suitability matters would also
serve to enhance public participation by
focusing it on erucial issues at an early
stage in the review process when it can
be most effective. The proposed amend-
ments to Parts 2 and 50 which follow are
designed to encourage and facilitate early
consideration of site suitability issues.

They would provide for two separate
approaches to the early consideration of
site suitability issues. Under the first ap-
proach, a partial adiudicatory decision,
after hearing, would be obtained on site
suitability issues. Under the second ap-
proach, site suitability issues would be re-
viewed by the €ommission’s Staff and
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe-
guards (ACRS) and a Staff and ACRS
report on the issues would be issued. How-
ever, no hearing would be held and no
adjudicatory decision would be rendered
under the second approach, and the Staft
and ACRS findings would not be binding
on the atomic safety and licensing
boards, Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board, or Commission itself, Under either
approach the review could embrace all
site suitability issues and lead to a gen-

eral conclusion regarding site acceptabil-
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ity, or the review could extend only to
selected site suitability issues.

NATURE OF REVIEW

Under either approach, the conduct of
an early review of one or more site suita-
pility issues will require a “decoupling”
of site suitability issues from issues con-
cerning the detailed facility design. How-
ever, some information about the nature
of the proposed facility will clearly be
required for the conduct of the review.
Accordingly, some facility design param-
eters (or reasonable range of facility de-
sign parameters) must be postulated ;’or
purposes of review. Some helpful guid-
ance regarding environmental desigp
parameters for nuclear power plants is
set forth in WASH-1355, “Nuclear Power
Facility Performance Characteristics Tor
Making Environmental Impact Assess-
ments,” December, 1974. The selection
of the appropriate facility design param-
eters would be made by the applicant.
The parameters selected by the applicant
would be accepted for the purposes of re-
view unless for some reason it clearly
appeared that construction and/or
operation of a facility within the speci-
fied parameters would be technically in-
feasible and that, therefore, early site
review would not be productive.

Where an overall conclusion regarding
acceptability of a proposed site is sought,
it would be the Commission’s general
policy to conduct a review under the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1269
(“NEPA") that is as close as possible in
scope and depth to the NEPA review that
is conducted for a construction permit
application containing the preliminary
design of the facility. However, the Com-
mission recognizes that the NEPA in-
quiry into certain subject areas may of
necessity be preliminary and/or general
in nature. For example, the NEPA re-
view of a nuclear power reactor con-
struction permit application that in-
cludes the preliminary design of the fa-
cility would include an assessment of (1)
the need for the proposed facility and
whether the alternative of not con-
structing new generating capacity is
preferable from a cost-benefit stand-
point, (2) whether, assuming new gen-
erating capacity is needed, some form of
power generation other than nuclear
should be adopted from a cost-benefit
standpoint, and (3) whether certain al-
ternative plant designs should be adopted
from a cost-benefit standpoint. Consid-
eration of these matters at an early site
review stage may of necessity he general
and preliminary because detailed infor-
mation regarding the applicant’s sys-
tem needs, the timing of the proposed
new facility, and the facility design may
not be available at this point in time.
The Commission expects that in such
situations the environmental impact
statement will need to be supplemented
prior to the granting of construction au-
thorization.

Clearly, at some point in time the con=
clusions of an early site review may be-
come outdated. The selection of an ap-
propriate time period for the effective-
ness of a partial decision or Staff or
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ACRS determination on one or more site
suitability issues involves competing
policy considerations, On the one hand,
there is the general desire to base licens-
ing determinations on a review that in-
cludes all the most recent information.
Facts may change over a period of time,
and some mechanism must be provided
for consideration of important new in-
formation bearing on site suitability
matters prior to the granting of the con~
struction authorization. On the other
hand, the advantages of an early site re~
view will not be realized if site suitability
issues must be routinely reconsidered de
novo when construction authorization is
sought.

The Commission believes that an ap-
propriate balance will be drawn between
these competing considerations if routine
re-review of site suitability issues is re-
quired only in cases where construction
authorization is sought more than flve
years after issuance of the partial final
decision (under the first approach) or
Stafl or ACRS determination (under the
second approach) on site suitability mat-
ters. Such a routine re-review would
focus on any relevant new safety or en-
vironmental considerations. In the event
construction authorization is sought
prior to this time, the hearing record or
Stafl or ACRS report would be reopened
only upon an appropriate demonstration
that there exists significant new infor-
mation that substantially affects the
eéarlier conclusions or other good cause.

GOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION

Several Federal agencies other than
the Commission, as well as numerous
State and local agencies, are involved in
making decisions on questions of envi-
ronmental impact and nuclear facility
siting. In recent years there has been in-
creasing emphasis at State governmental
levels on early and thorough eonsidera-
tion of environmental impact, land use,
and similar questions assoclated with
energy facility siting, including nuclear
facllity siting. Several States have en-
acted comprehensive new energy facility
siting legislation,

Under the proposed amendments
which follow, a State could seek and ob-
tain a Commission Staff and ACRS re-
view and determination on the accept-
ability of a proposed nuclear faeility site
(the second approach). This could prove
to be useful for purposes of State review
and planning efforts. Thus, the avail-
ability of the second approach would not
be restricted to electric utilities or other
persons who intend to apply for con-
struction permits. On the other hand,
the Commission believes that any partial
adjudicatory decision on site suitability
issues (the first approach) under its pres-
ent legislative authority should properly
be made within the context of a con-
struction permit application review and
hearing. Accordingly, the availability of
the first approach to early considera-
tion of site suitability matters will be
restricted to those who plan to construct
nuclear facilities.

The Commission is of the firm view
that duplication in environmental as-
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sessments should be avoided to the maxi-
mum extent feasible. In one particularly
important subject area—water pollu-
tion control—the Commission has ini-
tiated substantial efforts along these
lines. The second Memorandum of
Understanding between the Commission
and the Environmental Protection
Agency, published in the Federal Regis-
ter on December 31, 1975 (40 FR 60115),
provides for early Environmental Protec-
tion Agency evaluations of levels of
liquid effiuent discharges and impacts on
water quality and biota and early issu-
ance of discharge permits under Section
402 of the Federal Water Pollution Con-
trol Act by the Agency in advance of the
issuance of an early site approval (par-
tial adjudicatory decision on site ac-
ceptability) by the Commission. In ad-
dition, a single environmental impact
statement would be prepared, with the
Commission as the lead agency, that
would satisfy the NEPA requirements
applicable to both agencies. A Section
401 State water guality -certification
would be sought prior to the issuance
of the early section 402 discharge per-
mit by the Agency.

The Commission expects to work with
other affected Federal agencies to de-
velop similar coordination mechanisms.
The large number of State and local
agencies that may be involved in nu-
clear facility siting and environmental
impact evaluations makes it difficult for
the Commission to develop detailed
werking procedures with all the agencies.
However, plans for the maximum pos-
sible coordination are being developed.
In the interim as early site review re-
quests are filed, the Commission’s Staff
will contact the affected State and local
agencies and seek to develop coordina-
tion procedures on a case-by-¢ase basis.

THE TWO APPROACHES

As indicated, the proposed regulations
which follow would provide for two ap-
proaches to the early consideration of
site suitability issues. Under the first
approach, & partial adjudicatory deci-
sion could be obtained, after hearing, on
one or more site suitability issues. The
proposed regulations which follow would
provide detailed guidance regarding
hearings and partial decisions on site
suitability issues.

Special provision would be made for
early filing of site suitability information
in an early submittal of the construc-
tion permit application, and for early
hearings and partial decisions on site
suitability issues. The filing of the re-
mainder of the technical and other gen~
eral information required in support of
the construction permit application could
be postponed until after the partial deci-
sion on site suiltability issues. =

Special provision would also be made
to assure that no early decision on a lim-
ited number of site suitability issues
would prejudice the later full considera-
tion of alternative sites, In cases where
an early decision on a limited number
of site suitability issues is required, the
Commission may require the applicant
to supply some preliminary information

regarding its site selection process and
alternative sites in order to assure that
the partial decision would not lead to &
commitment of resources such that tic
Jater full NEPA review of alternative
sites would be prejudiced.

Under the second approach to early
consideration of site suitability issues,
information regarding one or more site
suitability issues would be submitted to
the Commission’s Staff and (where site
safety issues are involved) ACRS for re-
view. Under 10 CFR § 2.101(a), in its
present form, a prospective applicant
may confer informally with the staff of
the Commission prior to filing of an ap-
plication, As noted previously, in a num-
ber of cases applicants have informally
submitted site suitability information to
the Commission’s Staff for a preliminary
review prior to formal submission of the
application. While such preliminary
views have no binding effect on the
atomic safety and licensing boards
Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Board, or Commission, they have pro-
vided a means for an early identification
of significant site suitability problems
and their possible resolution.

The proposed regulations which follow
would provide for a continuation of this
practice on a more structured basis and
would extend the review policy to in-
clude other interested persons, such as
States, who do not intend to apply for a
permit. The proposed regulations would
be similar in format to 10 CFR Part 50
Appendix O, which provides for a slaff-
level review of standardized nuclear
power reactor designs.

The early Staff review process for en-
vironmental issues would ineclude prepa-
ration of a partial or full draft environ-
mental impact statement, circulation of
the draft impact statement for public
and agency comment, and preparation of
a partial or full final environmental im-
pact statement. Tn the case of site safety
issues, the review would include both
Commission Staff and ACRS reviews and
issuance of a Staff site safety evaluation
report and ACRS site safety letter. The
Commission Staff and (if appropriate)
ACRS reviews will ecu'minate in the issu-
ance of a letter setting forth a Commis-
sion Staff site position. This letter would
inchide any recommended conditions or
qualifications on the acceptability of the
proposed site.

LiMITED WORK AUTHORIZATIONS

On April 24, 1974, the Atomic Energy
Commission adopted amendments to iis
regulations in 10 CFR Parts 2 and 50 ¢
provide for the issuance of so-called
“limited work authorizations” for nu-
clear power reactors. The limited wor
authorization concept provides a means
whereby, after completion of the stafl
environmental impact statement and
completion of the hearing on environ-
rmental issues and certain other specified
issues, site preparation and excavalion
and certain other on-site work may be
undertaken by the construction permit
applicant prior to issuance of the con-
struction permit. Under the concept, the
construction permit would only be issued
after successful completion of the review
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and hearing on the remaining issues.
The present concept has substantially
improved the nuclear’ power plant li-
censing process and the present concept
can be made applicable to all production
and utilization facilities where an envi-
ronmental impact statement is required.
Accordingly, the proposed amendments
which follow would extend the concept
to production facilities such as commer-
cial isotopic enrichment plants and re-
processing plants, and testing reactors.

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended, the Energy Reorgani-
zation Act of 1974, the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969, and section
553 of Title 5 of the United States Code,
notice is hereby given that adoption of
the following amendments to 10 CFR
Parts 2 and 50 is contemplated. In addi-
tion, the Commission’s Staff has pre-
pared a Staff report (NUREG) which de-
sceribes some of the detailed policies and
procedures which would be followed by
the Staff in its conduct of early site re-
views. This Ctad report is being issued for
public comment along with the proposed
regulations. All interested persons who
desire to submit written comments for
consideration in connection with the pro-
posed amendments and Staff report
should send them to the Secretary of the
Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
Attention: Docketing and Service Sec-
tion by June 21, 1976. Copies of com-
ments on the proposed amendments and
report may be examined at the Com-
mission’s Public Document Room at 1717
H Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.

§2.101 [Amended]

1. Paragraph (a) of §2.101 of 10 CFR
Part 2 is amended by substituting the
words “production or utilization facility
of the type specified in §§ 50.21(b) (2) or
(3) or 50.22 of this chapter or for a test-
ing reactor, which is subject to § 51.5(a)
of this chapter,” for the words “nuclear
power reactor subject to § 51.5(a) of this
chapter” wherever they appear.

2. A new paragraph (¢) is added to
l§2.101 of 10 CFR Part 2 to read as fol-
OWs:

§2.101 TFiling of application.

(¢) Early Consideration of Site Suit-
ability Issues. (1) An applicant for a
construction permit for a production or
utilization facility of the type specified
in $§50,21(b) (2) or (3) or 50.22 of,this
chapter or for a testing reactor, which is
subject to § 51.5(a) of this chapter, may
Tequest that the Commission conduct an
early review and hearing and render an
early partial decision in accordance with
Subpart F on issues of site suitability
Wwithin the purview of the applicable pro-
Visions of Parts 50, 51, and 100 of this
chapter. In such cases, the applicant for
the construction permit may submit the
information required of applicants by
the provisions of this chapter in three or
(In the case of nuclear power reactors)
four parts. One part shall include or be
accompanied by any information re-
Quired by §§ 50.34(a) (1) and 50.30(f) of
this chapter which relates to the issue(s)
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of site suitability for which an early re-
view, hearing and partial decision are
sought, and shall include the information
required by §§250.33(a)—~(e) and 50.37 of
this chapter. The information submitted
also include postulated facility desizn
and operation parameters that are suffi-
cient to enable the Commission to per-
form the requested site suitability evalu-
ations under the applicable provisions of
Parts 50, 51, and 100. The second part
shall include or be accompanied by the
construction permit application fee re-
quired by §§ 50.30(e) and 170.21 of this
chapter and the remalning information
.required by §$ 50.30(f), 50.33, and 50.34
(a) (1) of this chapter. This part shall be
filed while the partial decision on the
first part of the application is effective.
The third part shall include the remain-
ing information reauired by §§ 50.34(a)
and (in the case of a nuclear power re-
actor) 50.34a of this chapter. Filing of
this information may precede by no more
than six months or follow by no more
than six months the filing of the infor-
mation in the second part. In the case
of an application for a construction per-
mit for a nuclear power reactor, a fourth
part shall include any information re-
quired by §50.33a of this chapter and
shall be filed in accordance with the time
periods specified in § 50.33a.

(2) An application submitted in ac-
cordance with this paragraph will be
initially treated as a tendered application
in accordance with paragraph (a) of this
section. As such, the application will be
subject to an acceptance review for com-
pleteness prior to assignment of a docket
number.

(3) If the application is assighed a
docket number, the Director of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation or the Director of
Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards,
as appropriate, wil send a copy to the
Governor or other appropriate official of
the State in which the site is located, and
will cause to be published in the FPEDERAL
REGISTER & notice of receipt of the ap-
plication which states the purpose of the
application and location of the proposed
site, and in the case of applications filed
under section 103 of the Act, states that
a person who wishes to have his views on
the antitrust aspects of the application
presented to the Attorney General for
consideration shall submit such views in
accordance with a subsequent notice that
will be published in the FEpERAL REGISTER,
In the case of a nuclear power reactor,
such subsequent notice will be published
following submission of the information
required by § 50.33a.

3. In §2,110 the section heading and
paragraph (a) are revised to read as
follows:

§2.110 Filing and administrative action
on submittals for design review or
early site review.

(a) A submittal pursuant to Appendix

O or Q of Part 50 of this chapter shall

be subject to §§ 2.101(a) and 2.790 to the

same extent as if it were an application
for a permit or license.
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4. A new Subpart F is added to the
table of contents of 10 CFR Part 2 as
follows:

Subpart F—Additional Procedures Applicable to
Early Partial Decisions on Sjte Suitab.lity 1ssues
in Connection With an Application for 2 Permit
To Construct Certain Production and Utilizati
Facilities

Sec,

2.600

2.601

Scope of Subpart.

Notice of hearing on application for
an early site review,

General procedures.

Additional conslderations,

Partial . decislons on slte suitability
1ssues.

5. A new Subpart F is added to 10
CFR Part 2 to read as follows:

Subpart F—Additional Procedures Applica-
ble to Early Partial Decisions on Site
Suitability Issues in Connection With an
Application for a Permit to Construct
Certain Production and Utilization Fa-
cilities

§ 2.600 Scope of subpart.

This subpart prescribes procedures ap-
plicable to licensing proceedings which
involve an early submittal of site suit-
ability information in accordance with
§ 2.101(c), and a hearing and early par-
tial decision on issues of site suitability,
in connection with an application for a
permit to construct a production or utili-
zation facility of the type specified in
§§ 50.21(b) (2) or (3) or 50.22 of this
chapter or a testing reactor, which is
subject to § 51.5(a) of this chapter.

§ 2.601 Notice of hearing on applieation
for an early site review.

(a) Where an applicant for a_con-
struction permit for a production or
utilization facility subject to this subpart
requests an early site review and hear-
ing and an early partial decision on is-
sues of site suitability pursuant to
§ 2.101(¢), the provisions in the notice
of hearing setting forth the matters of
fact and law to be considered, as re-
quired by §2.104, shall be modified so
as to relate only to the site suitability
issues.

(b) After docketing of the second part
of the application, as provided in § 2.101
(¢) (1), a supplementary notice of hear-
ing will be published pursuant to § 2.104
with respect to the remaining unresolved
Issues in the proceeding within the scope
of § 2.104(b). Such supplementary notice
of hearing will provide that any person
whose interest may be affected by the
proceeding and who desires to partici-
pate as a party in the resolution of the
remaining issues shall file a petition for
leave to interevene pursuant to §2.714
within the time prescribed in the notice.
Such supplementary notice will also pro-
vide appropriate opportunities for par-
ticipation by a representative of an in-
terested state under §2.715(¢) and for
l(in;xited appearances pursuant to §2.715

a).

2.602
2.603
2.604

(e) Any person who was permitted to
intervene as a party pursuant to the
initial notice of hearing on site suitabil-
ity issues and who was not dismissed or
did not withdraw as a party may con-
tinue to participate as a party to the pro-
ceeding with respect to the remaining
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unresolved issues, provided that within
the time prescribed for filing of petitions
for leave to intervene in the supplemen-
tary notice of hearing, he files a notice of
his intent to continue as a party, along
with a supporting affidavit identifying
the specific aspect or aspects of the sub-
ject matber of the proceeding as to which
he wishes to continue to participate as
a party, and setting forth with particu-
larity the basis for his contentions with
. regard to each such aspect or aspects. A

party who files a nontimely notice of in-
tent to continue as a party may be dis-
missed from the proceeding, absent a
determination that the party has made
a substantial showing of good cause for
failure to file ontime, and with particu-
lar reference to the factors specified in
§8§ 2.714(a) (1)-(4) and 2.714(d) . The no-
tice will be ruled upon by the Commis-
sion or atomic safety and licensing board
designated to rule on petitions for leave
to intervene.

(d) To the maximum extent practica-
ble, the membership of the atomic safety
and licensing board designated to preside
in the proceeding on the remaining un-
resolved issues pursuant to the supple-
mental notice of hearing will be the same
as the membership designated to preside
in the initial notice of hearing on site
suitability issues.

§ 2.602 General Procedures,

The provisions of Subparts A and G
relating to applications for construction
permits and proceedings thereon apply,
respectively, to proceedings in accord-
ance with this subpart, except as specif-
ically modified by the provisions of this
subpart.

§ 2.603

The Commission may decline to initi-
ate an early hearing or render an early
partial decision on issues of site suita-
bility in cases where no partial decision
on the relative merits under Part 51 of
the proposed site and alternative sites
is requested, upon determination that
there is a reasonable likelihood that fur-
ther Commission review would identify
one or more preferable alternative sites
and the partial decision on one or more
limited site suitability issues would lead
to an irreversible and irretrievable com-
mitment of resources by the Applicant
prior to the submittal of the remainder
of the information required by § 50.30(f)
of this chapter that would prejudice the
later review and decision on such alter-
native sites.

8 2.604 Partial decisions on site suit-
ahility issues,

(a) The provisions of §§ 2.754, 2.755,
21760, 2.761, 2.762, 2.763, and 2.764(a)
shall apply to any initial decision ren-
dered in accordance with this subpart.
Paragraph 2.764(b) shall not apply to
any partial initial decision rendered in
accordance with this subpart. The au-
thority of the Commission and/or Appeal
Board to review such a partial initial
decision sua sponte or to raise sua sponte
an issue that has not been raised by the
parties, will be exercised within the same

Additional considerations.
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time period as in the case of a full deeci-
sion relating to the issuance of a con-
struction permit.

(b) A partial decision on one or more
site suitability issues pursuant to the ap-
plicable provisions of Parts 50, 51, and
100 of this chapter issued in accordance
with this subpart shall remain in effect
for a period of five years following com-~
pletion of Commission or Atomic Safety
and Licensing Appeal Board review, as
appropriate, of the partial initial deci-
sion of the atomic safety and licensing
board, after hearing, on the site suita-
bility ‘issues, unless the Commission,
Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal
Board, or Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board, upon its own initiative or upon
motion by a party to the proceeding,
finds that there exists significant new
information that substantially affects
the earlier conclusions or other good
cause, and reopens the hearing record on
site suitability issues. A partial decision
on all site suitability issues shall serve as
the decision on general site suitability
issues required by § 50.10(e) (2) (i), un-
less the record of the hearing on site
suitability issues has been reopened for
the consideration of new evidence or
other good cause, as provided above, in
which case a new partial deecision on the
reopened site suitability issues (or new
partial decision on general site suita-
bility under § 50.10(e) (2) (ii) shall be
rendered.

§ 2.761 [Amended]

6. Paragraph 2.761(a) of 10 CFR Part
2 is amended by substituting the words
“production or utilization facility of the
type specified in §§ 50.21(b) (2) or (3)
or 50.22 of this chapter or for a testing
reactor, which is subject to § 51.5(a) of
this chapter,” for the words “nuclear
power reactor subject to §51.5(a) of
this chapter,”. -

7. Paragraph I(c) of Appendix A to
Part 2 is amended to read as follows:

APPENDIX A—STATEMENT OF GENERAL POLICY
AND PROCEDURE; CONDUCT OF PROCEEDINGS
FOR THE ISSUANCE OF CONSTRUCTION PER-
MITS AND OPERATING LICENSES FOR PRODUC-
TION AND UTILIZATION FACILITIES FOR WHICH
A HEARING Is REQUIRED UNDER SECTION 189A,
oF THE Aromic ENERGY Acr oF 1854, As
ANENDED .

I. PRELIMINARY MATTERS

(e) In a proceeding relating to the issu-
ance of a construction permit for a produc-
tlon or utilization facility for industrial or
commercial purposes or for a testing facility,
which is subject to the environment im-
pact statement requirements of section 102
(2) (C) of the National Environmental Pol-
fcy Act of 1969 and Part 51 of this chapter,
separate hearings and decisions on National
Environmental Policy Act and site sultability
issues and other specified issues may be held
as provided by Subpart F and § 2.761a.

The Commission or the atomic safety and
licensing board may consider on their own
initiative, or a party may request the Coms«
mission or the board to consider, other par-
ticular issues or lssues separately from, and
prior to, the other issues relating to the
effect of the construction and/or operatiom
of the facility upon the public health and
safety, the common defense and security, and
the environment or in regard to antitrust

considerations, If the Commission or tie
board determines that a separate hearing
should be held, the notice of hearing or other
appropriate notice will state the time ang
place of the separate hearing on such issue
or issues. The board designated to conduct
the hearing will issue an initial decision, if
deemed appropriate, which will be disposi-
tive of the issue(s) considered at the hear-
ing, in the absence of an appeal or Commis-
slon or Appeal Board review pursuant it
$§ 2.760 and 2.762, before the hearing on, and
consideration of, the remalning issues In thy
proceeding.

£ 50.10 [Amended]

8. Paragraph (e) of § 50.10 of 10 CFR
Part 50 is amended by adding the words
“or the Director of Nuclear Material
Safety and Safeguards, as appropriate,’
after the words “Director of Nuclear Re-
actor Regulation” wherever they appea
by substituting the words “production o
utilization facility of the type specified n
§§ 50.21(b) (2) or (3) or 50.22 or for a
testing reactor, which is subject U
§ 51.5(a) of this chapter,” for the words
“nuclear power reactor subject to the
provisions of § 51.5(a) of this chaples
wherever they appear; by substituting
the words “do not prevent or mitigate
the consequences of postulated acecidents
that could cause undue risk to the health
and safety of the public” for the word:
“are not subject to the provisions of Ap-
pendix B” in subparagraph (1) ; by sub-
stituting the word “facility” for the
words “nuclear power reactor” in sub-
paragraph (2); and by substituting the
words “prevent or mitigate the conse-
quences of postulated accidents that
could cause undue risk to the health and
safety of the public” for the words “are
subject to the provisions of Appendix B
in subparagraph (3) (i),

9. In § 50.33a of 10 CFR Part 50, the
phrase “Any person” in paragraph (b) i
changed to the phrase “Except as pro-
vided in paragraph (d), any person” and
a new paragraph (d) is added to read as
follows:

§ 50.33 Information required for anti
trust review.
- L -

(d) Any person who applies for & class
103 construction permit for a nuclec
power reactor pursuant to the provisions
of §2.101(c) of this chapter shall sub-
mit the document titled “Information
Requested by the Attorney General for
Antitrust Review” at Jleast nine (9)
months but not more than thirty-six
months prior to the filing of the second
part of the application specified in § 2,101
(c) of this chapter,

10. A new Appendix Q is added o Part
50 to read as follows:

APPENDIX Q—PRE-APPLICATION EARLY SIir
REVIEWS

This appendix sets out procedures for the
filing, staff review, and referral to the Ad-
visory Committee on Reactor Safeguards of
requests for early review of ope or more site
puitability issues relating to the construction
and operation of certaln production or utili-
zation facilities separately from and prior W0
the submittal of applications for construc-
tion permits for the facllities. The production
or utflization facilities are those of the type

- .
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gpecified in § 50.21(b) (2) or (3) or § 50.22 or
testing facllities which are subject to 10 CFR
§51.5(a) of this chapter. This Appendix does
not apply to proceedings conducted pursuant
to subpart F of Part 2 of this chapter.

1. Any person may submit information re-
garding one or more proposed facility sites to
the Commission’s Stafl for Its review sepa-
rately from and prior to an application for
a construction permi* for a facility, Such a
submittal shall consist of the portion of the
information required of applicants or con-
struction permits by §§ 50.33(a)-(c) and (e),
and, insofar as it relates to the issue(s) of
site suitabllity for which early review is
sought, by §§ 50.34(a) (1) and 50.30(f).

2. The submittal for review of one or more
proposed sites shall be made In the same
manner and in the same number of coples
as provided in § 50.30(a), (¢) (1) and (c)(3)
for license applications. The submitial for
early review of each proposed site shall also
include postulated facility design and opera-
tion parameters that are sufficient to enable
the Stafl to perform the requested site suit-
abllity evaluations.

3. Once the staff has initiated a technical
review of a submittal under this appendix,
ft shall publish in the FEDERAL REGISTER
& notice which briefly describes the location
of the site and the Issue(s) with respect to
which review has been Initiated, and it will
send & copy of the submittal to the Governor
or other appropriate official of the State In
which the site is located. The person request-
ing review shall serve a copy of the submit-
tal on the Chief executive of the municipal-

PROPOSED RULES

ity in which the site is located or, if the
site is not located in a municipality, on the
chief executive of the county. The portion
of the submittal containing information re-
quired of applicants for construction per-
mits by §§ 50.33(a)-(c) and (e) and 50.34
(a) (1) will be referred to the Advisory Com-
mittee on Reactor Safeguards (ACRS) for a
review and report. There will be no referral
to the ACRS unless early review of site suit-
ability issues under §50.34(a)(1l) is re-
quested.

4. Upon completion of its review of a sub-
mittal under this appendix, the stafl shall
publish in the FepErAL REGISTER & determi-
nation as to whether or not the proposed
site or sites, or one or more aspects thereof,
are acceptable, subject to such conditions as
may be appropriate, and make available in
the Public Document Room an analysis of the
site suitability issues in the form of a report.
An approval by the staff and ACRS of a
site, or one or more aspects thereof, shall be
utilized by and relied upon by the staff and
the ACRS in their review of any Individual
facility license application which incorpo-
rates by reference a site approved in whole
or in part by the staff in accordance with this
paragraph for a period of five years after ap-
proval unless there exists. significant new
Information which substantially affects the
earlier conclusions or other good cause.

6. The determination and report by the
staff shall not constitute & commitment to
Issue a permit or license, to permit on-site
work under § 50.10(e), or in any way affect
the authority of the Commission, Atomlic
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Safety and Licensing Appeal Board, Atomic
Safety and Licensing Boards, and other pre-
siding officers In any proceeding under Sub-
part ¥ and/or G of Part 2 of this Chapter.

6. The stafl may decline to Initiate tech-
nical review of a submittal under this ap-
pendix where it appears that, in cases where
no review of the relative merits under Part
51 of the submitted site and alternative sites
is requested, there is a reasonable likelihood
that further Stafl review would identify one
or more preferable alternative sites and the
Staff review on one or more limited site suit-
ability issues would lead to an frreversible
and Irretrievable commitment of resources by
the Applicant prior to the submittal of the
analysis of alternative sites in the Environ-
mental Report that would prejudice the later
review and decision on alternative sites under
subpart F and/or G of Part 2 and Part 51
of this Chapter.

(Sec. 161, Pub. L. 83-703, 68 Stat. 948 (42
U.S.C. 2201); Sec. 201, Pub. L. 93-438, 88
Stat. 1242, (42 U.8.C. 5841); Sec. 702, Pub. L,
91-190, 83 Stat. 853 (42 U.S.C. 4332),)

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 16th
day of April 1976,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion,
SamvueL J. CHILK,
Secretary of the Commission.

[FR Doc.76-11608 Plled 4-21-76;8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

INM 27881, NM 27882, NM 27886 and NM
27887)

NEW MEXICO
Notice of Applications

Aprin 16, 1976.

Notice is hereby given, the pursuant to
Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act of
1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by the
Ac. of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 576);
El Paso Natural Gas Company has ap-
plied for four 4'%-inch natural gas pipe-
line rights-of-way across the following
laads:

NEwW MEeX1CO0 PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN
NEW MEXICO

T.24N.,R.1W,,
Sec. 34, SE)4NW14 and NEY8W;.
T.26N,.R.TW,,
Sec. 25, NE4SEY;
Sec. 29, SWYNW,
SWi.
T.26 N, R. 12 W.,
Sec. 25, SE%SWu and SWSEY.

These pipelines will convey natural gas
across 1.562 miles of national resource
lands in Rio Arriba and San Juan Coun-
ties, New Mexico.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public that the Bureau will be pro-
ceeding with consideration of whether
the application should be approved, and
if so, under what terms and conditions.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should promptly send their
name and address to the District Man-
ager, Bureau of Land Management, 3550
Pan American Freeway, NE, Albuquer-
que, NM 87107.

Wi, 8W;, and SEY

Frep E. PADILLA,
Chief, Branch of Lands
and Minerals Operations.

[FR Doc.76-11659 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[NM 27865]
NEW MEXICO
Application

APRIL 16, 1976,

Notice is hereby given, that pursuant
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat.
576) , Southern Union Gas Company has
applied for one 8-inch natural gas pipe-
line right-of-way across the following
lands:

NEw MExICO PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,

NEW MEXICO

T.198,R.30E,
Sec. 1, Lots 8 and 4;
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Sec. 8, 8145W1;, N4 SEY, and SW,SEY;;
Sec.9, ELNEY,;
Sec, 10, NWY, NW .,
T.18S., R.81 E,,
Sec.23 8%8'% and NEYSEY;;
Sec, 24, S, NEY;, SEY,NWY;, N}, SW14
NWYSEY:
Bec. 26, N1, NW4,
Bec, 27, N4 NEY,, SWI;, NEY,
NWL8Wi,;
Sec. 28, SEYNEY, EY,8W1;, SW),8W1;,
and N, BEY;;
Sec. 29, SEY,SEY;
Sec. 81, Lot 3, S¥,NEY,, NEYSWY,
NW1,SEY.
T.188.,R.32E,
Bec. 17, SEYNEY, EXLSWY,
and N4 SEY,;
Sec. 18, 814, 8EY:
Bec. 19, Lots 1, 2, NWI4NEY, and NEY
 NWY.

This pipeline will convey natural gas
across 9.668 miles of national resource
lands in Eddy and Lea Counties, New
Mexico.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public that the Bureau will be pro-
ceeding with consideration of whether
the application should be approved, and
if so, under what terms and conditions.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should promptly send their
name and address to the District Man-
ager, Bureau of Land Management, P.O.
Box 1397, Roswell, New Mexico, 88291,

FRED E. PADILLA,
Chief, Branch of Lands
and Minerals Operations.

[FR Doc.76-11660 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

and

, B NWI4 and

and

SWSWi,

[Wyoming 54630
WYOMING
Application

APrIL 14, 1978.

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act
of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 185),
Northwest Pipeline Corporation has ap-
plied for a natural gas pipeline right-
of-way across the following lands:

SIXTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN
WYOMING

T.14 N, R. 103 W.,

Becs. 14 & 15.

The pipeline will be an addition to the
existing Mountain Fuel Gathering Sys-
tem in T. 14 N., R. 103 W., Sweetwater
County, Wyoming.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public that the Bureau will be pro-
ceeding with consideration of whether
the application should be approved and,
if so, under what terms and conditions.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should send their name and
address to the District Manager, Bureau

22, 1976

of Land Management, P.O. Box 1889,
Rock Springs, Wyoming 82901.

Harorp G. STINCHCOMS,
Chief, Branch of Lands
and Minerals Operations.

[FR Doc¢.76-11591 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

[Wyoming 54531]
WYOMING
Application
ArRiy 14, 1976.

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act
of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 185),
Northwest Pipeline Corporation has ap-

plied for a metering station site right-of-
way across the following lands:

StxTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN
WYOMING

T.14 N, R, 103 W,
Sec. 15.

This metfering station will be an addi-
tion to the existing Mountain Fuel Sup-
ply Gathering System in T. 14 N, R. 103
W., Sweetwater County, Wyoming.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public that the Bureau will be pro-
ceeding with consideration of whether
the application should be approved and,
if so, under what terms and conditions.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should send their name and
address to the District Manager, Bureau
of Land Management, P.O. Box 1869,
Rock Springs, Wyoming 82901.

HaroLp G. STINCHCOMB,
Chiej, Branch of Lands
and Minerals Operations.

[FR Doe.76-11592 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|]

[Wyoming 54569 |
WYOMING
Application
APRIL 15, 1976.

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act
of 1920, as amended (30 U.8.C. 185),
Colorado Interstate Gas Company has
applied for a natural gas pipeline right-
of-way across the following lands:

S1xTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN
WYOMING

.9
" R.95
The plpeune will convey natural 8&5

from wells in T. 17 N., R. 94 W. and T. 1
N,R.9 W, toan existing gathering S)’S-

tem in Sweetwater County, Wyoming.
The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public that the Bureau will be pro-




ceeding with consideration of whether
the application should be approved and,
if so, under what terms and conditions.
interested persons ilesiring to express
iheir views should send their name and
address to the District Manager, Bureau
o Land Management, 1300 Third Street,
.0, Box 670, Rawiins, Wyoming 82301.

HaroLp G. STINCHCOMB,
Chief, Branch of Lands
and Minerals Operations.

|FR Doc.76-11868 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]|
[Wyoming 54533
WYOMING
Application
ApriL 15, 1976.
Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act
of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 185),
Belle Fourche Pipeline Company has ap-
plied for a erude oil pipeline right-of-
way across the following lands:
SIXTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN
WYOMING

T 67N, R. 100 W,,
Sec. 10, A

T.58 N, R. 100 W.,
Sec. 22, 27, 34.

The pipeline will convey erude oil from
an existing tank battery in T. 57 N., R.
100 W., 6th P.M., Park County, Wyoming
to existing facilities in T. 9 S, R. 3 E,,
M. P.M., Carbon County, Montana.

The purpose of this notice is to inform
the public that the Bureau will be pro-

ceeding with consideration of whether
the application should be approved and,
if s0, under what terms and conditions.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should send their name and
address to the District Manager, Bureau
of Land Management, P.O. Box 119,
Worland, Wyoming 82401.

HaroLD G. STINCHCOMB,
Chief, Branch of Lands
and Minerals Operations.

[FR Doc.76-11669 Filed 4-21-76:8:456 am]

Bureau of Reclamation

OROVILLE-TONASKET UNIT EXTENSION,
OKANOGAN-SIMILKAMEEN  DIVISION
ﬁ:g?g 'iIOSEPH DAM PROJECT, WASH-

Public Hearing on Draft Environmental
Statement

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Department of the Interior
has prepared a draft environmental
statement for the proposed Oroville-
Tonasket Unit Extension, Washington.
This statement (INT DES-76-12) dated
March 30, 1976, was made available to
the public on April 6, 1978.

The draft environmental statement
describes the nature and extent of the
environmental impact of the proposed
replacement of the deteriorated irri-
gation system of the Oroville-Tonasket
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Irrigation District. A new buried pipe
distribution system is proposed to be
built and the old facilities are to be re-
moved. Pumping plants will be installed
along the Similkameen and Okanogan
Rivers.

A public hearing will be held in Oro-
ville, Washington, at the Civic League
Building at 7:30 p.m., on May 25, 1976,
to receive views and comments from in-
terested organizations and individuals,
relating to the environmental impacts of
the proposed actions. Oral comments at
the hearing will be limited to a period
of 10 minutes. Speakers will be encour-

aged not to trade their time to obtain -

a longer oral presentation; however, the
person authorized to conduct the hear-
ing may allow a speaker to provide ad-
ditional oral comment after all persons
wishing to comment have been heard.
Speakers will be scheduled according to
the time preferences mentioned in their
letter requests, whenever possible; any
scheduled speaker not present when
called will lose his or her privilege in
the scheduled order but will be called
after the scheduled speakers have been
heard. Requests for scheduled presenta-
tion will be accepted up until 5 p.m,,
May 21, 1976. Opportunities will be avail-
able to request speaking time at the
hearing; these requests will be handled
on a first-come-first-served basis, fol-
lowing the previonsly scheduled presen-
tations.

Organizations or individuals desiring
to present their statements at the hear-
ing should contact the Regional Direc-
tor, Attention Code 160, Bureau of Rec-
lamation, P.O. Box 043, 550 W. Fort
Street, Boise, Idaho 83724, or telephone
area code 208-342-2711, extension 2110,
and announce their intention to partici-
pate.

Written comments from those unable
to attend and from those wishing to sup-
plement their oral presentations at the
hearing should be received by June 4,
1976, in order that they can be included
in the hearing record.

Dated: April 20, 1976.

1 E. F. SULLIVAN,
Acting Commissioner,
Bureau of Reclamation,

|FR Doc.76-11871 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|]

National Park Service

GATEWAY NATIONAL RECREATION
AREA ADVISORY COMMISSION

Meeting

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with the Federal Advisory Committee
Act that & meeting of the Gateway Na-
tional Recreation Area Advisory Com-
mission will be held commencing at
10:00 AM., Thursday, May 20, 1976, in
Dining Room A, 12th Floor, New York
Times Building, 229 West 43rd Street,
New York, New York,

The Commission was established by
Public Law 92-592 to meet and consult
with the Secretary of the Interior on
general policles and specific matters re-
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lating to the development of Gateway
National Recreation Area.
The members of the Commission are:

Marian S. Heiskell, New York, New York
(Chalrman); Archibald 8. Alexander,
Bernardsville, New Jersey; John F. Hag-
gerty, Forest Hills, New York; Orin Leh-
man, New York, New York; Gordon N.
Litwin, Little Silver, New Jersey; Terrence
D. Moore, Newark, New Jersey; Barbara
Reach, New York, New York; Richard J.
Sullivan, Hoboken, New Jersey; Nathaniel
Washington, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania;
and Joseph B. Williams, Brooklyn, New
York.

The purposes of this meeting are as
follows:

1. To attend to organizational matters
and discuss the role and function of the
Commission;

2. To discuss the planning process for
the Gateway National Recreation Area;

3. To discuss the impact of the reverter
clause in regard to lands transferred to
the Federal Government for the Gateway
project;

4. To consider proposals in regard to
the battle ship New Jersey.

The meeting will be open to the public.
However, facilities and space to accom-
modate members of the public are lim-
ited, and persons will be accommodated
on a first-come, first-served basis. Any
member of the public may file with the
Commission a written statement con-
cerning the matters to be discussed.

Persons wishing further information
concerning this meeting, or who wish to
submit written statements, may contact
Joseph Antosca, Superintendent, Gate-
way National Recreation Area, Head-
quarters Building 69, Floyd Bennett
Field, Brooklyn, New York 11234, Area
Code 212, 252-9150.

Minutes of the meeting will be availa-
ble for inspection 4 weeks after the meet-
ing at the Gateway National Recreation
Area Headquarters Building.

Dated: March 29, 1976.

ROBERT M. LANDAY,
Liaison Officer,
Advisory Commissions.

|FR Doc.76-11666 Filed 4-21-76;8:45/a0]
Q

INDIANA DUNES NATIONAL LAKESHORE
ADVISORY COMMISSION
Meeting

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with the Federal Advisory Committee Act
that a meeting of the Indian Dunes Na-
tional Lakeshore Advisory Commission
will be held at 9:00 a.m., CDT, on Satur-
day, May 22, 1976, at the Indiana Dunes
National Lakeshore Tremont Visitor Cen-
ter, Intersection of State Park Road and
U.8. Highway 12, Chesterton, Indiana.

The Commission was established by
Public Law 89-761 to meet and consult
with the Secretary of the Interior on
matters related to the administration
and development of the Indian Dunes
National Lakeshore,

The members of the Commission are
as follows:
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Mr, William L, Lieber (Chairman), Mrs, Anna
R. Carlson, Mr. Harry W. Frey, Mrs. Tone F.
Harrington, Mr. John A, Hillenbrand ITI, Mr,
Harold G. Rudd, and Mr. John R. Schnur-
lein.

~Matters to be discussed at this meeting
include:

1. Status of Lakeshore construction
contracts.

2. U.S. Highway 12 plans in relation
to National Park Service Acquisition.

3. Department of Transportation dem-
onstration project.

4. Rehabilitation of NIKE Base site.

5. West Beach status—traffic signal
disposition.

6. West Beach Dedication Ceremony
plans,

7. Land Acquisition Report.

The meeting will be open to the public.
It is expected that about 90 persons will
be able to attend the session in addition
to committee members. Interested per-
sons may make written statements. Such
requests should be made to the official
listed below prior to the meeting.

Further information concerning this
meeting may be obtained from James R.
‘Whitehouse, Superintendent, Indiana
Dunes National Lakeshore, Route 2, Box
139-A, Chesterton, Indiana 46304, tele-
phone area code 219, 926-7561.

Minutes of the meeting will be avail-
able for public inspection three weeks
after the meeting at the office of the In-
diana Dunes National Lakeshore located
at the intersection of State Park Road
and U.S. Highway 12, Chesterton, In-
-diana,

Dated: April 13, 1976.

MERRILL D. BEAL,
Regional Director, Midwest
Region, National Park Service.

[FR Doc.76-11667 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

Office of Hearings and Appeals

Y1 . [Docket No. M76-277]

R ‘ENERGY DEVELOPMENT CORP.

.. | Petition for Modification of Application

T of Mandatory Safety Standard
yadotice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301
(¢) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. §861(c)
(1970) , Energy Development Corporation
has filed a petition to modify the appli-
cation of 30 CFR 75.1710 to its Energy
No. 4 Mine, Mingo County, West Vir-
ginia.

30 CFR 75.1710 provides:

An authorized representative of the Secre-
tary may require in any coal mine where the
height of the coalbed permits that electric
face equipment, inciuding shuttle cars, be
provided with substantially constructed can-
oples, or cabs, to protect the miners operat-
ing such equipment from roof falls and from
rib and face rolls,

To be read in conjunction with § 75.-
1710 is 30 CFR 75.1710-1 which in per-
tinent part provides:

* * * Except as provided in paragraph (f)
of this section, all self-propelled electric face
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equipment, Including shuttle cars, which is
employed In the active workings of each
underground coal mine on and after Janu-
ary 1, 1973, shall, in accordance with the
schedule of time specified in subparagraphs
(1), (2), (3), (4), (5), and (6) of this para=
graph (a), be equipped with substantially
constructed canopies or cabs, located and in-
stalled in such a manner that when the op~
erator i1s at the operating controls of such
equipment he shall be protected from falls of
roof, face, or rib, or from rib and face rolls.
The requirements of this paragraph (8) shall
be met as follows:

(1) On and after January 1, 1874, in coal
mines having mining heights of 72 Inches

_ or more;

(2) On and after July 1, 1874, In coal mines
having mining heights of 60 inches or more,
but less than 72 inches;

(3) On and after January 1, 1975, in coal
mines having mining heights of 48 inches
or more, but less than 60 inches;

(4) On and after July 1, 1975, in coal mines
having mining heights of 36 inches or more,
but less than 48 inches;

(5) On and after January 1, 1976, in coal
mines having mining heights of 24 inches or
more, but less than 36 inches, and

(6) On and after July 1, 1976, in coal mines
having mining heights of less than 24
inches. * * *

The substance of Petitioner’s state-
ment is as follows:

1. Petitioner states that it has installed
canopies on the following equipment:

(a) S &S 74 Un-A-Trac;

(h) S &8 270 Tractors;

(e) 300 Galis Roof Bolter; and

(d) 245 Lee Norse Miner.

2. Petitioner asserts that in order to
accommodate the average coal height of
40 inches in the Energy No. 4 Mine, said
canopies were limited in height to 35
inches from ground level.

3. Petitioner maintains that the opera-
tors of the foregoing machinery have re-
fused to operate the equipment on the
grounds that the canopies create more
hazardous conditions than would other-
wise exist in their absence,

4. The 35-inch limitation described
above, Petitioner asserts, has restricted
the area within the canopies, requiring
operators to lean out of the machines in
order to operate them, obstructing visi-
bility, and hindering proper operation of
the machinery so equipped.

5. Petitioner states that it has removed
the canopies temporarily so that it can
continue to work, and requests that its
petition herein be granted.

REQUEST FOR HEARING OR COMMENTS
Persons interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before May 24, 1976.
Such requests or comments must be filed
with the Office of Hearings and Appeals,
Hearings Division, U.S. Department of
the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boulevard,
Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies of the
petition are available for inspection at
that address.
BRrUCE A, BURNS,
Acting Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.
Arrin 13, 19786.
[FR Doc.76-11594 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No, M76-268
HARLAN-CUMBERLAND COAL Co.

Petition for Modification of Application
of Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301
(¢) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. §861)
(1970), Harlan-Cumberland Coal Com-
pany has filed a petition to modify the
application of 30 CFR 77.1605(k) to iis
H-1 Mine, Dione, Kentucky.

30 CFR 77.1605(k) provides as follows:

Berms or guards shall be provided on the
outer bank of elevated roadways.

The substance of Petitioner’s state-
ment is as follows:

1. Petitioner states that the access
road referred to in its petition is approx-
imately three-fourths of a mile in length,
and that the width of the access road
is narrow due to the steep slopes of the
mountains. The outer banks of the road
are fill material and will not, it is main-
tained, support guard rails.

2. Petitioner states that the use of
berms would eliminate many possible
passing areas for coal trucks and cars,
thus creating a hazard from loaded coal
trucks.

3. Petitioner asserts that said access
road is maintained with graders by
pushing mud and snow over the outer
edge of the road; and that through fall,
winter, and spring in this area, frequent
freezes and thaws occur which would be
worsened by the provision of berms,
which could create prohibitive travel
conditions by trapping and holding run-
off water.

4. Petitloner maintains that access
roads without berms can be maintained
by the use of gravel, salt, and grading
equipment, but that the access road
herein cannot be safely maintained with
berms, «

REQUEST FOR HEARING OR COMMENTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before May 24,
1976. Such requests or comments must
be filed with the Office of Hearings and
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule-
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies
of the petition are available for inspec-
tion at that address.

BRUCE A. BURNS,
Acting Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.
Apriy 13, 1976.
{FR Doc.76-11595 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

[Docket No. M76-382]
QUARTO MINING CO.

Petition for Modification of Application
of Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 20!
(¢) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. §861()
(1970), Quarto Mining Company has
filed a petition to modify the applica-
tion 30 CFR 75.1700 to its Powhatan No.
4 Mine, Monroe County, Ohio.

30 CFR 75.1700 provides:

FEDERAL
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Fach operator of a coal mine shall take
reasonable measures to locate oil and gas
wells penetrating coalbeds or any under-
¢round area of a coal mine. When located,
:uch operator shall establish and maintain
parriers around such ofl and gas wells in
accordance with State laws and regulations,
except that such barriers shall not be less
that 300 feet in diameter, unless the Sec-
retary or his authorized representative per-
mits a lesser barrier consistent with the
applicable State laws and regulations where
such lesser barrier will be adequate to pro-
tect against hazards from such wells to the
miners in such mine, or unless the Secretary
or his authorized representative requires a
greater barrier where the depth of the mine,
other geologic conditions, or other factors
warrant such a greater barrier.

The substance of Petitioner's state-
ment is as follows:

1. Petitioner states that its Powhatan
No. 4 Mine has an oil well, No. SA 21-5
(State No. 297-A Boltz #3), which was
abandoned between 1890 and 1920 when
oil in a commercial quantity was ex-
hausted. The borehole of such well pene-
trates the Pittsburgh Coal Seam where
Petitioner intends to mine. The borehole
casing was pulled in approximately 1950,
except for two joints of 10 feet each, at
the top of the hole. The well is presently
plugged with stone and earth.

2. The barrier around the well, re-
quired by 30 CFR 75.1700, interferes with
Petitioner’s:

(a) maintenance of effective roof con-
trol by requiring a hazardous and time-
consuming relocation of the longwall
shield supports to avoid the barrier;

(b) simplification of the mine ventila-
tion system by requiring unnecessary air
course changes; and

(¢c) improvement of mining safety and
conservation by requiring a barrier of
coal when more efficient and secure
methods to prevent well gas leaks are
available , ;

3. Petitioner states that extensive re-
search conducted by the U.S. Bureau of
Mines and the U.S. Energy Research and
Development Administration (“ERDA™)
has developed feasible and safe methods
to plug abandoned oil wells and eliminate
the need for coal barriers around such
wells. Reports of this research® have
concluded that certain plugging methods
can effectively prevent explosive well
gases from entering the mine during
regular mining operations and allow ad-
ditional safety and operational bene-
fits that are not possible under 30 CFR
75.1700. These methods, which Petitioner

! Petitioner here refers to “Attachment 1,"
which is a 23-page document, entitled “Dem-
onstration of Safety Plugging of Ofl Wells
Penetrating Appalachian Coal Mines,” pre-
pared by G, E, Rennick and J. Pasini III of
the Morgantown Energy Research Center,
and F. E. Armstrong and J. R. Abrams of the
Bartlesville Energy Research Center, dated
July 1972; and an 18-page document, entitled
"Reopening, Testing, and Replugging Two
Wells in Illinols Making them Safe to Mine
Out,” presented by Joseph Pasini III at a
convention of the Mine Inspectors Institute
of America on June 11, 1975. These docu-
ments are avallable for Inspection at the
Hearings Division address provided herein.
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proposes to follow, according to Peti-
tioner, guarantee no less than the same
measure of protection afforded miners as
30 CFR 75.1700.

4, In lieu of 30 CFR 75.1700, Petitioner
proposes to plug the well by one of the
techniques described in Attachments 2
and 3,7 depending upon conditions dis~
covered on reopening the borehole, and
mining through part of the plugged bore~
hole in a normal mining cycle. Petitioner
states that it will notify the Mining En-
forcement and Safety Administration
(“MESA”), the Morgantown Energy Re-
search Center, and ERDA, before any
plugging and mining activity is con-
ducted in this regard. At MESA’s option,
such activity will be conducted in the

*presence and under the supervision of its
personnel. Any changes in the procedures
set forth in said Attachments 2 and 3 will
be made only on approval of MESA's Dis-
trict Manager or his delegate.

5. Petitioner states that the following
procedures, as more specifically set forth
in Attachments 2 and 3, will be followed
for plugging the well: Petitioner will at-
tempt to reopen the well to its total depth
and take gamma ray, neutron, and cali-
per logs to determine respectively the
depth of all coalbeds, the most competent
formation for the placement of certain
plugs, and the wellbore diameter, A
tracer unit of sulfur hexafloride (an
inert, permeable, and easily detectable
gas) will be placed in the well and a me-
chanical bridge plug or other device set
above it to provide a secure base for sub-
sequent plugs. Expanding cement, fiyash
cement, and/or gel-water slurry will be
injected to various depths in the re-
maider of the borehole, depending on
geologic conditions.

6. Petitioner states that the following
procedures will be followed for mining
through the plug: All mining operations
within one hundred and fifty (150) feet
of the well will be conducted with the
utmost caution and in a non-explosive
atmosphere. In addition to the methane
testing procedures in 30 CFR, Part 75, a
fireboss date-board will be established in
the affected area and methane examina-
tions will be made and recorded at least
once per shift by a qualified examiner.
Petitioner will take air samples imme-
diately before, during, and after mining
through the concrete section of the plug
between the mine floor and roof. Mining
operations will be conducted during Peti-
tioner’s normal mining cycle, and, at
MESA's option, in the presence and
under the supervision of MESA person-
nel. In cooperation with MESA, Peti-

“8Sald Attachments 2 and 3, which are
appended to the petition herein, are, re-
spectively, a 3-page document entitled, in
part, “Plugging Technique to be Used in Old
Oll and Gas Wells * * * and a 2-page doc-
ument entitled “Plugging Techniques to be
Used When a Previously Abandoned Well
Cannot be Cleaned Out to its Total Depth.”
These documents are avallable for inspec-
tion at the Hearings Division address pro-
vided herein.
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tioner will monitor the mine atmosphere
for fraces of sulfur hexafloride for six
(6) months after mining through the
plug,

REQUEST FOR HEARING OF COMMENTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request & hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before May 24, 1976.
Such requests or comments must be filed
with the Office of Hearings and Appeals,
Hearings Division, U.S. Department of
the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boulevard, Ar-
lington, Virginia 22203. Copies of the
petition are available for inspection at
that address.

BruceE A. BURNS,
Acling Director,
Office of Hearings and Appeals.

ApriL 13, 1976.
[PR Doc.76-11596 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

{Docket No. M 76-349 ]
SOUTHERN OHIO COAL CO.

Petition for Modification of Application
of Mandatory Safety Standard

Notice is hereby given that in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 301
(¢c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health and
Safety Act of 1969, 30 US.C, §861(c)
(1970), Southern Ohio Coal Company
has filed a petition to modify the appli-
cation of 30 CFR 75.1710 to its Meigs No.
1 and Meigs No. 2 Mines, Meigs County,
Ohio, and its Raccoon No. 3 Mine, Vinton
County, Ohio.

30 CFR 75.1710 provides:

An authorized representative of the Secre-
helght of the coalbed permlts that electric
face equipment, including shuttie cars, he
provided with substantially constructed
canoples, or cabs, to protect the miners
operating such equipment from roof falls
and from rib and face rolls.

To be read in conjunction with Sec-
tion 75.1710 is 30 CFR 75,1710-1 which in
pertinent part provides:

* ¢ ¢ Except as provided in paragraph (f)
of this section, all self-propelled electric face
equipment including shuttle cars, which is
employed in the active workings of each
underground coal mine on and after Janu-
ary 1, 1973, shall, in accordance with the
schedule of time specified in subparagraphs
(1), (2), (3), (4), (5), and (6) of this para-
graph (a), be equipped with substantially
constructed canopies or cabs, located and in-
stalled in such & manner that when the
operator is at the operating controls of such
equipment he shall be protected from falls
of roof, face, or rib, or from rib and face rolls.
The requirements of this paragraph (a) shall
be met as follows:

(1) On and after January 1, 1974, in coal
mines having mining heights of 72 inches
or more;

(2) On and after July 1, 1974, in coal mines
having mining heights of 60 inches or more,
but less than 72 Inches;

(3) On and after January 1, 1875, in coal
mines having mining heights of 48 inches o¥
more, but less than 60 inches;

(4) On and after July 1, 1975, in coal mines
having mining heights of 36 inches or more,
but less than 48 inches;

(6) On and after January 1, 1976, In coal
mines having mining heights of 24 inches
or more, but lees than 86 inches, and
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(6) On and after July 1, 1976, in coal mines
having mining heights of less than 24 inches.
L

The substance of Petitioner's state-
ment is as fgllows:

1. Petitioner requests the modification
of the application of the mandatory
safety standard 30 CFR 75.1710-1(a)
with respect to the subject mines for the
reason that the application of such
standard will result in a diminution of
safety to the miners.

2. Petitioner asserts that technology
does not presently exist to enable it to
equip its self-propelled electric face
equipment with suitable canopies to pro-
tect and provide for the safety of the
operators of said equipment. Petitioner
further asserts that based upon its ex-
perience with presently available cano-
pies, the use of such canopies results in
a diminution of safety to the miners in
said mines.

3. Petitioner states that the average
mining heights for the subject mines con-
tained in its petition and the average
six (6)inch decrease in that height as a
result of installation of supplemental

supports and wedges in accordance with
approved roof support plans is as follows:

Average mining Average mining
height without height with
Mine supplemental supplemental
supports supports
(inches) (inches)
(1) Meigs No. 1. ____ 42 to 50 36 to 50
(2) Meigs No. 2..... 46 to 56 A0 to 50
(3) Raccoon No.3.. 42 to 56 36 to 50

4, Petitioner states that the coal seams
involved here undulate and roll, result-
ing in ascending and descending grades
that further limit and prevent the effec-
tive use of cabs or canopies.

5. Operators of face equipment, includ-
ing shuttle car operators, are under
MESA-approved plans for permanently
and/or temporarily supported roof at all
times. Such roof support is deemed sat-
isfactory for all other personnel in the
mines including the helpers on self-pro-
pelled electric face equipment, and these
helpers and other personnel freely move
about the mines under the protection of
approved roof support.

6. Petitioner asserts that its experi-
ence indicates that the application of
the mandatory standard will result in a
diminution of safety to miners for the
following reasons:

(a) Several instances occurred where
canopies became wedged against the roof
and ripped out roof bolts, exposing em-
ployees who are not provided a canopy.
In one instance a ventilation board was
caught on the canopy and caused a head
injury to the operator of the machine.
Southern Ohio Coal Company has had
fifteen (15) accidents related to cano-
pies since their installation on face
equipment. In one instance the machine
operator fractured both legs. There have
been several reported near misses as a
result of poor vision; and

(b) Employees strongly object to op-
erating machinery so equipped and al-
lege that a diminution of safety results
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from impaired vision and being required

to operate in cramped positions, causing

310 following hazards and unsafe prac-
ces:

(1) Miners attempt to operate the
machinery while standing between it and
the rib, thus incurring a risk of being
crushed should the machine slue;

(2) The combination of impaired vi-
sion and cramped positions cause the op~
erator to expose his body and append-
ages, such as head and feet, to the risk
of being crushed between the machine
and rib;

(3) Ingress and egress from the cab
is limited and effectively prevents
quick escape when mining conditions
warrant such escape:

(4) Impaired vision is given as a major
cause by machine operators for the
damaging or severing of power cables by
running over them; and

(5) Impaired vision subjects the oper-
ator and fellow employees to increased
risks of injury because the operator can-
not adequately see other employees and/
or equipment.

7. At present, Petitioner is unaware of
any proposed commercially manufac-
tured canopy which could be installed
which would provide the same degree of
safety to miners as the complete removal
of the canopy would provide.

8. The alternate method Petitioner
proposes to establish, in lieu of the man-
datory standard, is the elimination of
canopies on its face machinery, includ-
ing shuttle cars, until such time as tech-
nology establishes, beyond doubt, that
canopies can be safely used in Petfi-
tioner’s mines, and have sufficient ground
clearance to penetrate the Clarion 4-A
seam of coal when operating in or below
the coal heights indicated herein.

REQUEST FOR HEARING OR COMMENTS

Persons interested in this petition may
request a hearing on the petition or fur-
nish comments on or before May 24,
1976. Such requests or comments must
be filed with the Office of Hearings and
Appeals, Hearings Division, U.S. Depart-
ment of the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boule-
vard, Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies of
the petition are available for inspection
at that address.

BrUCE A. BURNS,
Acting Direclor,
Oflice of Hearings and Appeals.
AprRriL 13, 1976.

[FR Doc.76-11597 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Farmers Home Administration
[Notice of Designation Number A334]

WISCONSIN
Designation of Emergency Areas

The Secretary of Agriculture has de-
termined that farming, ranching, or
aquaculture operations have been sub-
stantially affected in certain Wisconsin
Counties as a result of various adverse
weather conditions shown in the follow=
ing chart:

Ashland—Drought July 1 through Septem-
ber 1, 1975, caused severe damages and
losses to corn, oats, hay, barley, and pas-
tures.

Columbia—Drought June 12 through Au-
gust 22, 1975, caused severe damages and
losses to crops, hay and vegetables,

Jackson—Drought July 1 through August 22,
1975, and excessive rainfall August 23, 24
and 25, 1975, caused severe damages and
losses to crops.

Lincoln—Drought July 1 through August 25,
1975; high winds August 25, 1975, caused
severe damages and losses to hay, pastures,
and crops.

Rusk—Excessive rainfall May 26 through
June 7, 1975; drought July 1 through Au-
gust 15, 1975; tornado, hail and wind Au-
gust 24, 1975; excessive rainfall August 20
through October 3, 1975, caused severe
damage and losses to crops and hay.

Sawyer—Drought July 1 through Septem-
ber 1, 1975, caused severe damages and
losses to hay, pasture and crops.

Shawano—Excéssive rainfall May 10 through
May 30, 1975; windstorm July 18, 1975;
hailstorm August 10, 1975, and drought
June 15 through August 20, 1975, caused
severe damages and losses to hay and crops.

Taylor—Excessive rainfall and flooding May 1
through June 30, 1975; drought July 1
through August 31, 1975; high winds Au-
gust 24 and 25, 1975, caused severe dam-
ages and losses to hay, pastures and crops.

Wood—Excessive rainfall July 5, 1075;
drought July 6 through August 20, 1975;
excessive rainfall August 21 through Au-
gust 28, 1975, caused severe damages and
losses to hay and crops.

Therefore, the Secretary has desig-
nated these areas as eligible for emer-
gency loans pursuant to the provisions of
the Consolidated Farm and Rural De-
velopment Act, as amended by Public
Law 94-68, and the provisions of 7 CFR
1832.3(b) including the recommendation
of Governor Patrick J. Lucey that such
designation be made.

Applications for emergency loans must
be received by this Department no later
than June 1, 1976, for physical losses and
January 3, 1977, for production losses,
except that qualified borrowers who re-
ceive initial loans pursuant to this desig-
nation may he eligible for subsequent
loans. The urgency of the need for loans

,in the designated areas makes it imprac-

ticable and contrary to the public in-
terest to give advance notice of proposed
{ulemaking and invite public participa-
ion.

Done at Washington, DC, this 16th day
of April, 1976.
Frang B. ELLIOTT,
Administrator,
Farmers Home Administration.
[FR Doc.76-11704 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

Forest Service_
DELTA NATIONAL FOREST

Availability of Final Environmental
tatement

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Forest Service, Department of
Agriculture, has prepared a Final En-
vironmental Statement for the Delia
Unit Plan, Delta National Forest, USDA-
FS-R8-FES-ADM 76-04.
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The Delta National Forest is one of
six National Forests in Mississippi con-
taining 59,157 acres in Sharkey County.

Management actions include timber
harvesting and other timber manage-
ment activities, road construction and re-
construction, construction of levees for
greentree reservoirs, slough control and
the use of pesticides.

This Final Environmental Statement
was transmitted to CEQ on April 15,
1976. Copies are available for inspection
during regular working hours at the
following locations:

USDA, Forest Service, South Agriculture
Bidg., Room 3210, 12th St. & Independence
Ave. SW, Washington, D.C. 20250.

USDA, Forest Service, 1720 Peachtree Rd.,
Room 804, Atlanta, Georgia 30300.

USDA, Forest Service, 350 Milner Bullding,
Box 1291, Jackson, Mississippi 39205.

A limited number of single copies are
available upon request to Forest Super-
visor, B. F. Finison, Box 1291, Jackson,
Mississippi 39205.

Copies of the environmental statement
have been sent to various Federal, State,
and local agencies as outlined in the CEQ
guidelines,

JouN T. DRAKE,
Deputy Forest Supervisor.

Arrir 15, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-11587 Filed 4 -21-76;8:45 am|

ROUTT NATIONAL FOREST GRAZING
ADVISORY BOARD
Meeting

The Routt National Forest Grazing
Advisory Board will meet Wednesday,
May 19, 1876 at 10:00 A M. at the Yampa
Valley Electric Assocation Building,
Steamboat Spring, Colorado.

The purpose of the meeting is to elect
a new member from the Middle Park
area and to conduct the Board’s annual
business.

The meeting will be open to the pub-
lic. Persons who wish to attend should
notify Sam Haslem, Routt County Ex-
tension Office (303 879-0825) prior to
the meeting. Public members may par-
ticipate In discussions during the meet-
Ing at any time or may file a written
statement following the meeting.

Dated: April 12, 1976.

J. MERLE PRINCE,
Forest Supervisor.

[FR Doc.76-11608 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

Soil Conservation Service
HARQUAHALA VALLEY WATERSHED
PROJECT, ARIZONA

Availability of Draft Environmental Impact
Statement

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969; Part 1500 of the Council on Envi-
ronmental Quality Guidelines (38 FR
20550, August 1, 1973) ; and Part 650.7(e)
of the Soll Conservation Service Guide-
lines (39 FR 19650, June 3, 1974); the
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Soil Conservation Service, U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture, has prepared a
draft environmental statement for the
Hargquahala Valley Watershed Project,
Maricopa, and Yuma Counties, Arizona.
USDA-SCS-EIS - WS - (ADM) - 76 -2 —
(D)-AZ.

The environmental impact statement
concerns a plan for watershed protection
and flood prevention. The planned works
of improvement include conservation
land treatment, supplemented by two
floodwater retarding structures with as-
socizted floodways, diversions and a levee
system. The work will involve 1.58 miles
of new channel construction, 4.64 miles
of new diversion construction and 9.45
miles of new levee. The system of struc-
tures will provide flood protection on an
alluvial fan that contains 19,000 acres of
irrigated cropland. All washes affected
have ephemeral flow.

A limited supply of copies is available
at the following location to fill single
copy requests:

Soil Conservation Service, USDA
Suite 326, 111 W. Monroe
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

Copies of the draft environmental im-
pact statement have been sent for com-
ment to various federal, state, and local
agencies as outlined in the Council on
Environmental Quality Guidelimes. Com-
ments are also invited from others hay-
ing knowledge of or speclal expertise on
environmental impacts.

Comments concerning the proposed
action or requests for additional infor-
matlon should be addressed to Thomas
G. Rockenbaugh, State Conservationist,
Soil Conservation Service, 3008 Federal
Building, 230 N. First Avenue, Phoenix,
Arizona 85025.

Comments must be received on or be-
fore June 8, 1976, in order to be consid-
ered in the preparation of the final envi-
ronmental impact statement.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 10.904, National Archives Reference
Services.)

Dated: April 15, 1976.

Joserpn W. Haas,
Deputy Administrator for Water
Resources, Soil Conservation
Service.

|FR Doc.76-11588 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Domestic and International Business
Administraton

COLORADO SCHOOL OF MINES

Decision on Application for Duty-Free
Entry of Scientific Article

Thee following is a declsion on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to Section 6(¢) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 19 (Public
Law 89-51, 80 Stat. 897) and the regula-
tions issued thereunder as amended (40
FR 12253 et seq., 15 CFR 701, 1975).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
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Department of Commerce, at the Office
ol Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket number: 76-00281. Applicant:
Colorado School. of Mines, Basic Engi-
neering Department, Golden, Colorado
80401. Article: Pneumatic pipeline muck
haulage system. Manufacturer: Rad-
mark Engineering, Canada. Intended use
of article: The article is intended to be
used in a study to advance the technol-
ogy of tunnel excavation by increasing
the rate of muck removal in tunnels by
means of a pneumatic pipeline system.
Data will be gathered by operating the
system under a variety of throughouts.
with varying size distributions and mois-
ture contents. Appropriate measurments
will be taken to determine wear, energy
requirements, etc. for each given set of
operating conditions.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.
Decision: Application approved. No in-
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci-
entific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States. Reasons: The foreign ar-
ticle provides the capability to study the
effect of moisture content on the system
performance. The most closely com-
parable domestic system is manufac-
tured by Fuller-Kinyon Conveying Sys-
tems. The domestic system does not pro-
vide the capability for the article as
described above as it is basically a dry
conveying system. The National Bureau
of Standards (NBS) advises in its memo-
randum dated April 1, 1976 that (1) the
capability of the foreign article described
above is pertinent to the applicant's in-
tended uses and (2) it knows of no do-
mestic pneumatic pineline muck haulage
system of equivalent scientific value to
the foreign article for the applicant's
intended use.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 11,105, Importation of Duty-Frce
Educational and Sclentific Materials.)

RiIcrArRD M. SEPPA,
Director,
Special Import Programs Division.

[FR Doc.76-11560 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

SOUTHERN ILLINOIS UNIVERSITY

Decision an Application for Duty-Free
Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an appli-
cation for duty-free entry of a scientific
article pursuant to Section 6(¢c) of the
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the reg-
ulations issued thereunder as amended
(40 FR 12253 et seq., 15 CFR 701, 1975) .

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
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Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230,

Docket number: 76-00206-01-07500.
Applicant: Southern Illinois University
at Carbondale, Carbondale, Illinois 62901.
Article: “Picker” Dynamic Flow Micro-
calorimeter, and accessories. Manufac-
turer: Sodey Inc., Canada, Intended use
of article; The article is intended to be
used to study biologically important re-
actions including interactions of small
molecules with proteins, nucleic acids,
membrane components and other bio-
logical macromolecules. (Ligand or small
molecule binding to macromolecules will
include both aqueous solutions as well as
dissolved aqueous gaseous mixtures.)
However, a primary use for the article
will be for the study of denaturation of
bimacromolecules by solutes and solv-
ents. The primary aim of this work is
to elucidate in as much detail as possible
the free energy, enthalpy, and entropy
profile for a-chymotrypsin catalysis of
3-(2-Furyl) Acryloylimidazole to imid-
azole and furylacrylic acid. Enthalpy and
free energy values of some individual
contributions will be sought which are
exceedingly difficult to measure by non-
calorimetric means and in most cases
have never been evaluated. “

The article is intended to be used for
educational purposes in the following
courses: Chemistry 598, Graduate Re-
search and Chemistry 600, Dissertation.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this applica-
tion. Decision: Application approved.
No instrument or apparatus of equiva-
lent scientific value to the foreign article,
for such purposes as this article is in-
tended to be used, is being manufactured
in the United States. Reasons: The
foreign article has a stability of better
than 0.001 degree centigrade, a sensi-
tivity of 0.1 microcalorie per second, and
a capability for differential heat meas-
urement, The Deparament of Health,
Education, and Welfare advises in its
memorandum dated March 17, 1976 that
(1) the characteristics of the article de-
seribed above are pertinent to the ap-
plicant’s intended uses and (2) it knows
of no domestic instrument of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article for
the applicant’s intended purposes.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and Sclentific Materials.)

RICHARD M. SEPPA,
Director,
Special Import Programs Division.

[FR Doc.76-11570 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA

Decision on Application for Duty-Free
Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
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tific article pursuant to Section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub-
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the reg-
ulations issued thereunder as amended
(40 FR 12253 et seq., 15 CFR 701, 1975).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket number: 76-00201-33-43400.
Applicant: University of California, Pur-
chasing Department, 1156 High Street,
Santa Cruz, CA, 95064. Article: Micro-
maninpulator, Model SM-20 and acces-
sory, Model SM-19 electrode carrier.
Manufacturer: Narishige Scientific In-
strument Laboratory, Japan. Intended
use of article: The article is intended to
be used for studies of the neural mech-
anisms of choice (and learning) in
Pleurobranchae Californica. The aim of
the study is an understanding of a simple
form of choice behavior, a behavior com-
mon to almost every animal, in terms of
single neurons and their interconnec-
tions.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.
Decision: Application approved. No in-
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci-
entific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States. Reasons: The foreign ar-
ticle provides digital “Z” axis readout,
0.1 micron calibration, and an electrode
carrier which permits repeated precise
placing of very small microelectrodes.
The Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare advises in its memorandum
dated March 17, 1976 that (1) the capa-
bilities of the article described above are
pertinent to the applicant’s intended uses
and (2) it knows of no domestic instru-
ment of equivalent scientific value to the
foreign article for such purposes as the
article is intended to be used.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 11,105, Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and Secientific Materials.)

RICHARD M. SEPPA,
Director,
Special I'mport Programs Division.

| FR Doc.76-11571 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

UNIVERSITY OF MIAMI

Decision on Application for Duty-Free
Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a sci-
entific article pursuant to Section 6(c)
of the Educational, Scientific, and Cul-
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966
(Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and
the regulations issued thereunder as
amended (40 FR 12253 et seq., 15 CFR
701, 1975).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket number: 76-00221. Applicant:
University of Miami, Coral Gables, Flo-
rida 33124. Article: Current Meter, Model
RCM-4 with 30 minute timing plug.
Manufacturer: Ivar Aanderaa, Norway.
Intended use of article: The article is
intended to be used in an experiment to
distinguish between motions of the den-
sity surface due to internal waves and
apparent motions of a temperature sur-
face. This study has a significant bearing
on the usual method of measuring inter-
nal waves by measuring the temperature

field.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.
Decision: Application approved, No in-
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci-
entific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States. Reasons: The foreign ar-
ticle provides the capabilities for meas-
uring temperature, conductivity (salin-
ity), pressure, current speed and direc-
tion as a function of time. The National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion (NOAA) advises in its memoran-
dum dated February 10, 1976 that the
capabilities described aboye are pertinent
to the purposes for which the article is
intended to be used. NOAA also advises
that it knows of no domestic instru-
ments or apparatus of equivalent scien-
tific value to the foreign article for the
applicant’s intended purposes.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and Scientific Materials.)

RICHARD M. SEPPA,
Director,
Speical Import Programs Division.

| FR Doe.76-11572 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am|

UNIVERSITY OF ROCHESTER

Decision on Application for Duty-Free
Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to Section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Curtural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub.
L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regu-
lations issued thereunder as amended (40
FR 12253 et seq., 15 CFR 701, 1975).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket Number: 76-00231. Applicant:
University of Rochester, 300 Crittenden
Blvd., Rochester, New York 14642. Arti-
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cle: A H E Multipurpose Reaction Timer,
Model 1075 with 2 IEEE Display. Manu-
facturer: A. Hillis Electronics, Canada.
Intended use of article: The article will
be used for the identification of etiologi-
cal factors, specifically attentional defi-
cits, in the physchological disorder of
schizophrenia. The article will provide
the visual and auditory cues as well as
the mode of response necessary for
measuring attentional factors in schizo-
phrenia,

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.
Decision: Application approved. No in-
strument or apparatus of equiva_lent.
scientific value to the foreign article,
for such purposes as this article is in-
tended to be used, is being manufactured
in the United States. Reasons: The for-
eign article is constructed according to
very specific criteria to assure results
comparable with those of other investi-
gators using very similar equipment.
The Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare (HEW) in its memorandum
dated March 30, 1976 advises that the
specific design of the foreign article is
pertinent to the applicant’s intended
use. HEW also advises that it knows of
no domestic instrument of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article for
the applicant’s intended purposes.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the for-
eign article, for such purposes as this
article is intended to be used, which is
being manufactured in the United
States.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 11,105, Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and Scientific Materials.)

RICHARD M. SEPPA,
Director,
Special Import Programs Division.

[FR Do¢.76-11573 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

UNIVERSITY OF ROCHESTER

Decision on Application for Duty-Free
Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to Section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul-
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966
(Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and
the regulations issued thereunder as
amended (40 FR 12253 et seq., 15 CFR
701, 1975) . c

A copy of the record pertaining to
this decision is available for public re-
view during ordinary business hours of
the Department of Commerce, at the
Office of Import Programs, Department
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket number: 76-00236. Applicant:
University of Rochester School of Medi-
cine and Dentistry, 575 Elmwood Ave=
nue, Rochester, New York 14642, Article:
Semi-Micro Osmometer, Type M and ac-~
cessories. Manufacturer: Knauer and
Cémpany, West Germany. Intended use
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of article; The article is intended to be
used in studies of biological solutions
(blood, urine, etec.), chemical solutions
and colloidal dispersions. Specific use
will be to measure osmolality of various
radiological confrast medium prepara-
tions and resultant osmolality changes
in animal biological fluids post injec-
tion.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this applica-
tion. Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article,
for such purposes as this article is in-
tended to be used, is being manufac-
tured in the United States. Reasons:
The foreign article accepts samples as
small as 0.15 milliliters. The Depart-
ment of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare (HEW) advises in its memorandum
dated March 30, 1976 that the capability
described above is pertinent to the ap-
plicant’s research studies. HEW also
advises that it knows of no domestic in-
strument that provides the pertinent
characteristic.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent seientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which is being

~ manufactured in the United States.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-
Free Educational and Scientific Materials.)

RICHARD M. SEPPA,
Director,
Special Import Programs Division.

| FR Doc.76-11574 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

National Bureau of Standards

FEDERAL INFORMATION PROCESSING
STANDARDS TASK GROUP 13 WORK-
heeD DEFINITION AND BENCHMARK-

Meeting

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory
Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. App. I (Supp.
III, 1973), notice is hereby given that
the Federal Information Processing
Standards Task Group 13 (FIPS TG-
13), “Workload Definition and Bench=-
marking,” will hold a meeting from
10:00 a.m, to 4:00 p.m. on Wednesday,
May 26, 1976 and, if needed, on Thurs-
day, May 27, 1976 in Room B-255, Build-
ing 225, of the National Bureau of
Standards at Gaithersburg, Maryland.

The purpose of this meeting is to re-
view the first draft of and constructive
comments on a proposed FIPS TG-13
report on guidelines for benchmarking
computer systems.

The public will be permitted to at-
tend, to file written statements, and, to
the extent that time permits, to present
oral statements. Persons planning to at-
tend should notify the Acting Executive
Secretary, Mr, Arthur F. Chantker, In-
stitute for Computer Sciences and Tech-
nology, National Bureau of Standards,
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Washington, D.C., 20234 (Phone 301-
921-3485) .

Dated: April 16, 1976.

ERNEST AMBLER,
Acting Direclor.

[FR Doc.76-115675 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Center for Disease Control

IMMUNIZATION PRACTICES ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

Meeting
In accordance with section 10(a) (2)
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Public Law 92-463) , the Center for Dis-
ease Control announces the following
Committee meeting:

Name: Immunization Practices
Committee,

Dates: May 6-7, 1976, -

Place: Room 207, Building 1, Center for Dis-
ease Control, 1600 Clifton Road, N.E., At-
lanta, Georgia 30333,

Time: 8:30 am.

Type of Meeting: Open.

Contact Person: H. Bruce Dull, M.D,, Ex-
ecutive Secretary of Committee, Bullding
1, Room 2118, Center for Disease Control,
1600 Clifton Road, N.E., Atlanta, Georgia
80333, Phone: AC/404 633-3311, Extension
3701 FTS: 283-3701.

Purpose: The Committee is charged with ad-
vising on the appropriate uses of immuniz-
ing agents for public health practice.

Agenda: The Committee will consider the
current status of influenza vaccine in the
prevention and control of epidemic In-
fluenza in the United States, It will also
continue its regular review of recom-
mendations on the use of vaccines in pub-
lic health practice,

Agenda items are subject to change as pri-
orities dictate.

The meeting is open to the public for
observation and participation. A roster
of members and other relevant informa-
tion regarding the meeting may be obh-
t%med from the contact person listed
above.

Dated: April 15, 1976.

WiLLiam C. WATSoN, Jr.,
Director,
Center for Disease Control.

[FR Doc,76-11772 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am |

Advisory

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. 76N-0081]

CONDITIONS FOR MARKETING
INTRACCULAR LENSES

Notice to Manufacturers
Correction

In FR Doc. 76-9782, appearing at page
14568 in the issue of Tuesday, April 6,
1976, the following changes should be
made:

In the eighth line of the first para-
graph of the document, the date now
reading “October 7, 1976”, should read
“October 4, 1976.”
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In the first paragraph under the head-
ing “Implementation of New Drug Pro-
cedures,” appearing in the second column
on page 14573, the phrase “(insert date
180 days after date of publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER),” should read “Octo-
ber 4, 1976.”

In the fourth line of the first complete
paragraph in the third column on page
14573, the date now reading “October 7,
1976,” should read *“October 4, 1976.”

In the fourth line of the last para-
graph in the third column on page 14573,
the date now reading “October 7, 1976,”
should read “October 4, 1976.”

[FDA-225-76-4007]

INSPECTION OF DELAWARE DRUG MANU-
g:fgggERS, REPACKERS AND WHOLE-

Memorandum of Understanding With the

Delaware Board of Pharmacy

Pursuant to the notice published in the
FeperaL REGISTER of October 3, 1974 (39
FR 35697), stating that future memo-
randa of understanding between the
Food and Drug Administration and
others would be published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER, the Commissioner of Food and
Drugs issues the following notice:

The Delaware Board of Pharmacy and
the Food and Drug Administration have
renewed their agreement concerning
certain related objectives in carrying out
their respective responsibilities. The
memorandum of understanding, which
sets forth the working arrangements to
be followed concerning inspection of
Delaware drug manufacturers, repack-
ers, and wholesalers of mutual obliga~-
tion reads as follows:

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING, BETWEEN
THE DELAWARE BOARD OF PHARMACY AND THE
PHUILADELPHIA DistrRiOT, FOoOD AND DRUG
ADMINISTRATION

I. Purpose. It is the purpose of this un-
derstanding to provide more effective con-
sumer protection through more efficient in-
spectional coverage of Delaware drug manu-
facturers, repackers, and wholesalers. The
two agencies will coordinate their programs
to maximize their manpower utilization with
resultant elimination of duplicative efforts,

IL. Work-sharing Program.

A. Goals and responsibilities: The Dela~
ware Board of Pharmacy and FDA Philadel-
phia District Investigations Branch will
share the responsibility for the inspection
of all Delaware drug establishments of mu-
tual obligation. Close coordination and com-
munication will be maintained and joint
planning and work scheduling will be” per-
formed to assure that manpower is efficlently
utilized and regulatory efforts are properly
meshed to achieve a high level of industry
compliance and, thus, consumer protection.

B. Inspectional obligation:

1. Inspection inventory: An inventory of
firms covered by this understanding, here-
after referred to as the cooperative estab-
lishment inventory (CEI), as developed by
both agencies, will be maintained by FDA's
data processing unit (DPU). The CEI will
be updated annually.,

2. Registration information: The Delaware
Board of Pharmacy will supply Philadelphia
District FDA with drug registration infor-
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mation. FDA will supply Delaware with cur-
rent lists of drug firms registered with FDA.

3. Joint inspections: During the term of
this understanding Board of Pharmacy in-
spectors will be invited to participate in
each scheduled FDA Inspection.

III, General Provisions.

A. Information exchange: There will be &
complete Interchange of information between
the agencles with respect to the CEI and
to all areas of mutual obligation.

1. Inspection reports: Each agency will
provide inspection report information to its
partner agency. All such reports will be ex-
changed in a timely fashion not to exceed 3
weeks from the date of inspectlion for viola-
tive inspections,

2. Work schedules: Philadelphia District
will send the Delaware Board of Pharmacy &
copy of each Quarterly Investigations Branch
Work Plan.

3. Correspondence: Coples of written cor-
respondence to and from CEI firms in the
form of warning, informational, or request
letters will be exchanged in a timely fashion.

B, Drug sampling:

1. Collection: The Delaware Board of
Pharmacy will assist Philadelphia District

FDA in the collection of routine drug samples

within the limits of its available manpower.

2. Assay: The Philadelphia District drug
laboratory will assay drug samples when re-
quested by the Delaware Board of Pharmacy
within the limits of available resources.

C. Recall and emergency: The agencies will
cooperate to the fullest extent possible in
handling emergency public health problems
of drug origin.

1, Recall effectiveness checks: Delaware
will assist FDA in checking the effectiveness
of drug product recalls.

2, Disaster investigation: Delaware will as-
sume responsibility for the investigation of
disasters such as fire, flood, hurricane, carrier
wreck involving possible drug contamination,
The State will keep FDA informed by phone
of the occurrence of such disasters and the
progress of State Investigation. It will re-
quest FDA assistance if needed,

D. Compliance follow-up:

1. Responsibility: It will be the responsi-
Dbility of the agency which discovers a vio-
lation to determine the impact required to
achieve compliance and to follow through to
accomplish correction of the violation.

2. Impact: If the responsible agency deter-
mines that referral to its partner agency
would be the most effective means of impact
action, the agency to which the violation Is
referred will take all necessary steps within
its legal authority to affect compliance.

E. Complaint investigations: When indi-
cated, each agency will assist its ner to
the extent possible in the mvestlgatlon of
complaints,

F. Training: FDA will provide formal and
on-the-job training In drug inspection for
enough state drug inspectors considered nec-
essary by both agencies for satisfactory op-
eration of a cooperative program.

G. Program review: Join{ planning sessions
will be held semi-annually to review this
understanding, discuss the cooperative pro-
gram, evaluate accomplishments, and plan
future cooperative work. One session will be
conducted in Dover, Delaware and one in
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. Each session will
be arranged for and moderated by FDA's
Region IIT Assistant Food and Drug Director
for Intergovernmental Affairs. Minutes of

each session will be prepared and distributed,

by the host agency,

H. Performance evaluation: A procedure
for evaluation of the quality of program per-
formance will be developed and set into oper-
ation during the term of this understanding.

IV. Term of Understanding. This under-
standing will expire on March 31, 1977, un«

less renewed and signed by the heads of
both cooperating agencies to continue it in
effect for another year.

This understanding in its entirety, or in
part, may be revised by mutual consent or
terminated upon 30 days written notice by
either agency.

Approved and accepted for the Delaware
Board of Pharmacy:

Dated: March 15, 1876.

MarviN WIESEN,
President,
Delawdre Board of Pharmacy.
MarTIN GOLDEN,
Ezxecutive Secretary,
Delaware Board of Pharmacy.

Approved and accepted for the Food and
Drug Administration:

Dated: March 18, 1976.

LoreEN Y. JOHNSON,
Deputy Regional Food and Drug Di-
rector, Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Philadelphia District.

Effective date. This Memorandum of
llJ;xderst,anding became effective March
, 1076.

Dated: April 16, 1976.

SaMm D. FInE,
Associate Commissioner jor
Compliance.

[FR Doc.76-11607 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 76N-0088]
SAFETY OF QERTAIN FOOD INGREDIENTS
Opportunity for Public Hearing

The Food and Drug Administration is
announcing an opportunity for public
hearing on the safety of certain food
ingredients to determine if they are gen-
erally recognized as safe (GRAS) or sub-
ject to a prior sanction. Requests to make
oral presentations at the public hearing
must be postmarked on or before
May 24, 1976.

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs
issued, in the FEDERAL REGISTER of
July 26, 1973 (38 FR 20053), a notice ad-
vising the public that an opportunity
would be provided for oral presentation
of data, information, and views at pub-
lic hearings to be conducted by the Select
Committee on GRAS Substances of the
Life Sciences Research Office, Federa-
tion of American Societies for Experi-
mental Biology (hereinafter referred to
as the Select Committee), about the
safety of ingredients used in food to
determine if they are generally recog-
nized as safe (GRAS) or subject to &
prior sanction.

The Commissioner now gives notice
that the Select Committee is prepared
to conduct a public hearing on the fol-
lowing categories of food ingredients:
Gum guaiac; Hydrosulfites; Sulfamic
acid; Tall oil.

The public hearing will provide an op-
portunity, before the Select Committee
reaches its final conclusions, for any in-
terested person(s) to present scientific
data, information, and views on the safe-
ty of these substances, in addition to
those previously submitted in writing
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pursuant to notices published in the Fep-
praL REGISTER of July 26, 1973 (38 FR
20051, 20053) and April 17, 1974 (39 FR
13796, 13798).

The Select Committee has reviewed all
of the available data and information on
the categories of food ingredients listed
above and has reached one of the four
following tentative conclusions on the
status of each:

1. There is no evidence in the available
information that demonstrates or sug-
gests reasonable grounds to suspect a
hazard to the public when it is used at
levels that are now current or that might
reasonably be expected in the future.

2. There is no evidence in the available
information that demonstrates or sug-
gests reasonable grounds fo suspect 2
hazard to the public when it is used at
levels that are now current and in the
manner now practiced. However, it is
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not possible to determine, without addi-
tional data, whether a significant in-
crease in consumption would constitute
a dietary hazard.

3. While no evidence in the available
information demonstrates a hazard to
the public when it is used at levels that
are now current and in the manner now
practiced, uncertainties exist requiring
that additional studies be conducted.

4, The evidence is insufficient to deter-
mine that the adverse effects reported
are not deleterious to the public health
when it is used at levels that are now
current and in the manner now practiced.

The following table lists each ingredi-
ent, the Select Committee’s tentative
conclusion (keyed fto the four types of
conclusions listed above), and the avail-
able information on which the Select
Committee reached its conclusion.

Select Sclentific Hterature review Animal study repart Other
Stubstance commitice - informa-
tentative Order number Cost Order Cost tion
conelusion number
OGom gualae:. - oim s e 1 PB-228-547/A8 £3.00 None_.._.. None__. None,
Hydrosuifites: PB~-228-551/A8 3.00 VTSR do. Do,
Sodium hydrosulfite_.__..__... 1
Zine hydrosulfite. ... - 1
Sulfamicaeld, ..o .. s 1 PB-228-552/A8 Do ——— |t X do._. Do,
Toll 6] cceeccaaes e e 1 PB-228-550{AS 4.00 ... .do .do.. Da.

Reports in the table with PB prefixes
may be obtained from the National
Technical Information Service, U.S. De~
partment of Commerce, 5285 Port Royal
Rd., Springfield, VA 22151. They can also
be purchased in microfiche form for $2.25
each,

In addition to the information con-
fained in the documents listed in the
table above, the Select Committee sup-
plemented, where appropriate, their re-
views with specific information from
specialized sources as announced in a
previous hearing opportunity notice pub-
lished in the FEpERAL REGISTER of Sep-
tember 23, 1974 (39 FR 34218) .

The Select Committee’s tentative re-
ports on (1) gum guaiac, (2) hydrosul-
fites (sodium and zine), (3) sulfamic
acid, and (4) tall oil are avallable for
review in the office of the Hearing Clerk,
Food and Drug Administration, Rm,
4-65, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD
20852, and also at the Public Informa-
tion Office, Food and Drug Administra-
tion, Rm. 3807, 200 C St. SW., Washing-
ton, DC 20204. In addition, all reports
and documents used by the Select Com-
mittee to review the ingredients are
available for review in the office of the
Hearing Clerk.

To schedule the public hearing, the
Select Committee must be informed of
the number of persons who wish to at-
tend and the length of time requested
to give their views. Accordingly, any in-
terested person who wishes to appear at
the public hearing to make an oral pres-
entation shall so inform the Select Com-
mittee in writing, addressed to:. The
Belect Committee on GRAS Substances,
Life Sciences Research Office, Federation
of American Socleties for Experimental

Blology, 9650 Rockville Pike, Bethesda,
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MD 20014. A copy of each such request
shall be sent to the Hearing Clerk, ad-
dress noted above, and all such requests
shall be placed on public display in that
office. Any such request must be post-
marked on or before May 24, 1976, shall
state the substance(s) on which an op-
portunity to present oral views is re-
quested, and shall state how much time
is requested for the presentation. As soon
as possible thereafter, a notice announc-
ing the date, time, place, and scheduled
presentations for any public hearing that
may be requested will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

The purpose of the public hearing is
to receive data, information, and views
not previously available to the Select
Committee about the substances listed
above. Information already contained in
the scientific literature reviews and in
the tentative Select Committee report
shall not be duplicated, although views
on the interpretation of this material
may be presented.

Depending on the number of requests
for opportunity to make oral presenta-
tions, the Select Committee may reduce
the time requested for any presentation.
Due to time limitations, individuals and
organizations with common interests are
urged to consolidate their presentations.
Any interested person may, in lieu of an
oral presentation, submit written views,
which shall be considered by the Select
Committee. Three copies of such written
views shall be addressed to the Select
Committee at the address noted above,
and must be postmarked not later than
10 days before the scheduled date of the
hearing. A copy of any written views
shall be sent to the Hearing Clerk, Food
and Drug Administration, and shall be

placed on public display in that office.
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A public hearing will be presided over
by a member of the Select Committee.
Hearings will be transcribed by a re-
porting service, and a transeript of each
hearing may be purchased directly from
the reporting service and will alsé be
placed on public display in the office of
the Hearing Clerk, Food and Drug Ad-
ministration.

Dated: April 16, 1876.

Sam D, FINE,
Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

[FR Do¢.76-11606 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of Interstate Land Sales Registration

|OILSR No. 0-2378-09-720; No. ED-76-5;
Docket No, N-76-518]

TAMPA HIGHLANDS
Notice of Hearing

Notice is hereby given that: 1. Tampa
Development Corporation, Developer of
Tampa Highlands, its officers and agents,
hereinafter referred to as “Respondent,”
being subject to the provisions of the
Interstate Land Sales Full Disclosure
Act (Pub. L. 90-448) (15 U.S.C. 1701 et
seq.), received a Notice of Suspension
dated Mar. 11, 1976, which was sent to
the developer pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706
(b) and 24 CFR 1720.45(a) informing
the developer that its amended State-
ment of Record submitted for Tampa
Deyelopment Corporation, Tampa High-
lands, located in Tampa, Florida, was
not effective pursuant to the Act, and
the regulations contained in 24 CFR
Part 1710.

2. The Respondent filed an_answer
dated April 8, 1976, in answer fo the al-
legations of the Notice of Suspension
dated March 11, 1976.

3. In said Answer the Respondent re-
quested a hearing on the allegations
contained in the Notice of Suspension.

4. Therefore, pursuant to the provi-
sions of 15 U.8.C. 1706(b) and 24 C.F.R.
1720.155(b), It is hereby ordered, That &
public hearing for the purpose of taking
evidence on the questions set forth in
the Notice of Suspension will be held be-
fore James W. Mast, Administrative
Law Judge, In Room 7146, Department
of Housing and Urban Development
Building, 451 Seventh Street, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. on April 28, 1976 at
10:00 a.m.

The following time and procedure is
applicable fo such hearing: All affidavits
and a list of all witnesses are requested
to be filed with the Hearing Clerk, HUD
Building, Room 10150, Washington, D.C.
20410 on or before April 26, 1976.

5. The Respondent Is hereby notified,
That failure to appear at the above
scheduled hearing shall be deemed a de-
fault and the suspension of the State-
ment of Record, herein identified, shall
continue until vacated by order of the
Secretary, pursuant to 24 CFR. 1720.
155.
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This Notice shall be served upon the
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24
C.F.R. 1720.440.

Dated: April 16, 1976.
By the Secretary.

James W. MasT,
Administrative Law Judge.

| FR Doc.76-11661 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

Office of the Secretary
[Docket No. N-76-506]

PRIVACY ACT OF 1974

Proposed Amendments of Notice of
Systems Records

On August 28, 1975, in accordance with
the Privacy Act of 1974 the Départment
of Housing and Urban Development pub-
lished its proposed Notice of Systems of
Records (40 FR 39738 et seq.). By “Cor-
rection’” published at 40 FR 43751 on
September 23, 1975, the preamble to the
proposed Notice of Systems of Records
was added to the proposed Notice of Sys~
tems Records referred to above. The pre-
amble included a statement that inter-
ested persons had the opportunity to
comment on the routine uses of the sys-
tems on or before September 29, 1975.

The final Notice of Systems of Records
was adopted on September 27, 1975, and
published at 40 FR 47435 on October 8,
1975. However, because the invitation for
public comment had been omitted the
Department extended the comment pe-
riod through October 31, 1975, No pub-
lic comments were received. Nevertheless,
comments from personnel within the
Department suggested the necessity for
certain refinements. Significant changes
include:

1. The Department proposes to amend
the General Statement of Routine Uses,
applicable to all systems of records main-
tained by the Department and subject to
the Privacy Act of 1974, P.L. 93-579, by
adding a new General Routine Use for
release of information to Members of
Congress. This new routine use makes
available to a Member of Congress, or
staff acting upon the Member’s behalf,
Privacy Act records requested at the re-
quest of the individual who is the subject
of the record. Interested persons may
submit written data, views, or arguments
in regard to this proposed routine use to
the Rules Docket Clerk, Office of the Gen-
eral Counsel, Room 10245, Department of
Housing and Urban Development, 451
Seventh Street SW., Washington, D.C.
20410 on or before April 30, 1976. All writ-
ten comments received through said date
will be considered by the Department in
determining whether publication of this
proposed routine use would be in the
public interest.

2. The Department proposes to amend
the Statement of Routine Uses for the
system of retords designated as HUD/
DEPT. 34 (Pay and Leave Records of Em-
ployees) by adding a routine use for the
disclosure of information concerning
pay, leave, benefits, retirement deduc-
tions and other information to the Civil

Service Commission to the extent neces-
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sary for the Commission to carry out its

Government-wide personnel functions.
Interested persons may submit written

data, views, or arguments in regard to

this proposed routine use to the address

set forth above on or before April 30,

1976. All written comments received

through said date will be considered by

the Department in determining whether
publication of this proposed routine use
would be in-the public interest.

3. Record System designated HUD/
FDAA-1 has been corrected to reflect
that the system is a Housing Manage-
ment System rather than a Federal Dis~
aster Assistance System and accordingly
has been designated as HM-2.

4. Record System designated HUD/
DEPT. 32 (Mortgages—Delinquent/De-
faulty has been amended toc indicate its
conversion from manual to automated
operation.

A Finding of Inapplicability respecting
the National Environment Policy Act of
1969 has been made in accordance with
HUD Handbook 1390.1. A copy of this
Pinding of Inapplicability will be avail-
able for public inspection during regular
business hours at the address set forth
below:

Rules Docket Clerk, Office of the General
Counsel, Room 10245, Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development, 4561 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C.

Therefore, the Department of Housing
and Urban Development adopts and pro-
poses the following changes:

1. The Department proposes to add
to the General Statement of Routine
Uses the following:

1. General Statement of Routine Uses.

RouTINE Use—DISCLOSURE PURSUANT TO
CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY

Disclosures may be made to a Con-
gressional office from the record of an
individual in response to an inquiry from
the Congressional office made at the re-
quest of that individual.

2. HUD Privacy Act system of records
HUD/DEPT. 34 is proposed to read as
follows:

HUD/DEPT-34

System name: Pay and Leave Records
of Employees.

System location: Department Central
Office:

Categories of individuals covered by
the system: HUD employees.

Categories of records in the system:
Name, Social Security number and em-
ployee number, grade, step and salary;
organization, retirement or FICA data as
applicable; Federal, state and local tax
deductions; regular and optional Gov-
ernment life insurance deduction(s),
health insurance deduction and plan or
code; cash award data; jury duty data;
military leave data; pay differentials;
union dues deductions; allotments, by
type and amount; financial institution
code and employee account number;
leave status and data of all types (in-
cluding annual, compensatory, jury
duty, maternity, military, retirement dis-
ability, sick, transferred, and without
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pay); time and attedance records, in-
cluding number of regular, overtime holi-
day, Sunday and other hours worked:
pay period number and ending dates:
cost of living allowances; mailing ad-
dress; co-owner and/or beneficiary of
bonds, marital status and number of de-
pendents; and “Notification of Personnel]
Action’’.

Routine uses of records maintained in
the system, including categories of users
and the purposes of such uses: See
Routine Uses paragraphs in prefatory
statement. Other routine uses: transmit-
tal of data to U.S. Treasury to effect
issuance of paycheck to employees and
distribution, of pay according to em-
ployee directions for savings bonds, al-
lotments, financial institutions and other
authorized purposes. Annual reporting
of W-2 statements to Internal Reve-
nue Service and the individual. To
the Civil Service Commission concern-
ing pay, benefits, retirement deductions,
and other information necessary for the
Commission to carry on its Government-
wide personnel functions.

Policies and practices for storing, re-
trieving, accessing, retaining and dispos-
ing of records in the system:

Storage: Manual, machine-readable
and magnetic media.

Retrievability : Name of employee; So-
cial Security Number.

Safeguards: Physical, technical, and
administrative security is maintained
with all storage equipment and/or rooms
locked when not in use. Admittance,
when open, is restricted to authorized
personnel only. All payroll personnel and
computer operators and programmers are
instructed and cautioned on the con-
fidentiality of the records.

Retention and disposal: Retained on
site until after GAO audit, then disposed
of, or transferred to Federal Records
Storage Centers in accordance with fiscal
records program approval by GAO, as
appropriate, or General Record Sched-
ules of GSA.

System manager(s) and address:
Director
Office of Organization and Management In-

formation
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-

ment
451 Seventh Street S.W,
Washington, D.C. 20410

Notification procedure: For inguiry
about existence of records, contact the
Privacy Officer at the appropriate loca-
tion, in accordance with procedures in
24 CFR Part 16. If additional informa-
tion or assistance is required, contact the
Privacy Officer at the appropriate loca-
tion. A list of all locations is given in
Appendix A.

Record access procedures: The De-
partment’s rules for providing access 0
records to the individual concerned ap-
pear in 24 CFR Part 16. If additional in-
formation or assistance is required, con-
tact the Privacy Officer at the appro-
priate location, A list of all locations 15
given in Appendix A.

Contesting record procedures: The
Department’s rules for contesting t}le
contents of records and appealing initial
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denials, by the individual concerned, ap-
pear in 24 CFR Part 16. If additional in-
formation or assistance is needed, it may
be obtained by contacting: (i) in rela-
tion to appeals of initial denials, the
HUD Departmental Privacy Officer,
Office of Organization and Management
Information, Department of Housing
and Urban Development, 451 Seventh
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20410.

Record source categories: Subject
individuals, supervisors, timekeepers,
official personnel records, and IRS.

3. HUD Privacy Act system of records
HUD/DEPT, 32 is revised to read as
follows:

HUD/DEPT-32

System name: Mortgages—Delinguent,/
Default.

System location: Many regional, in-
guring and service offices, as well as the
Central Office, maintain files of this type.
For a complete listing of these offices
with addresses, see Appendix A.

Categories of individuals covered by
the system: Mortgagors under single-
and multi-family housing programs seek-
ing assistance in preventing foreclosures;
mortgagors whose mortgages are held by
the Secretary; mortgagors whose pay-
ments are delinquent; mortgagors com-
plaining about loan servicing; mortga-
gees under single- and multi-family
housing programs; morigagees servicing
defaulted loans; banks lending money;
builders, developers and other firms un-
der multi-family programs; contractors,
developers or lien holders under multi-
family programs; builders, developers,
real estate firms, contractors, appraisers,
other corporations and firms making re-
pair bids; defaulted borrowers:; project
owners; project managing agents; for-
mer owners; tenants; area managers;
HUD personnel in area and regional
offices.

Categories of records in the system:
Foreclosure reports; bankruptey reports;
audit reports; inventory reports; month-
ly accounting records; credit documents;
financial statements; mortgage delin-
quencies; records of collection efforts on
defaulted loans; payment records of
mortgagors under Section 234 of the
National Housing Act; recertification of
Section 235 National Housing Act; re-
certification violations of Section 235
mortgagors loan servicing; assistance for
mortgagors in lowering payments of
helping to make mortgage payments;
geographic location of single-family
mortgagors in default; project fiscal
data; project processing activities that
may have led to projects going into de-
fault; properties conveyed to HUD; prop-
erty information supplied by HUD area
managers; proposed transfers of physi-
cal assets; managing plans; present man-
agement capabilities; repair bids; fire in-
spections; post-closing complaints; con-
gressional inquiries resulting from mort-
zagor complaints,

Routine uses of records maintained in
the system, including categories of users
and the purposes of such uses: See Rou-
tine Uses paragraphs in prefatory
statement. Other routine uses: to FHA—
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for insurance invesiigations; to IRS and
GAO—for investigations; to state bank-
ing agencies—to aid in processing mort-
gagor complaints; to state housing and
redevelopment agencies—for follow-up
servicing; to mortgagees—to check on the
status of cases and referrals of com-
plaints; to counseling agencies—for
counseling; to Legal Aid—to assist
mortgagors.

Storage: Free text; Standard Forms
2068 and 2068S; binders, notebooks; mag-
netic tapes, drums, and disecs.

Retrievability: Name; Social Security
number; case file number; name of
mortgagee; property address.

Safeguards: Records maintained in
desks and lockable file cabinets; access
to automated systems is by passwords
and code identification cards; access
limited to authorized personnel.

Retention and disposal: Obsolete rec-
ords destroyed or shipped to Federal
Records Center in compliance with
HUD Handbook. .

System manager(s) and address:
Director
Office of Organization and Management In-

formation
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-

ment
451 SBeventh Street, 8.W,
Washington, D.C. 20410

Notification procedure: Tor inguiry
about existence of records, contact the
Privacy Officer at the appropriate loca~
tion, in accordance with procedures in
24 CFR Part 16. If additional informa-
tion or assistance is required, contact
the Privacy Officer at the appropriate
location. A list of all locations is given in
Appendix A.

Record aceess procedures: The De-
partment’s rules for providing access to
records to the individual concerned ap-
pear in 24 CFR Part 16. If additional in-
formation or assistance is required con-
tact the Privacy Officer at the appropri-
ate location. A list of all locations is given
in Appendix A.

Contesting record procedures: The De-
partment’s rules for contesting the con-
tents of records and appealing initial
denials, by the individual concerned, ap-
pear in 24 CFR Part 16. If additional in-
formation or assistance is needed, it
may be obtained by contacting: (i) in re-
Jation to contesting contents of records,
the Privacy Officer at the appropriate
location. A list of all Iocations is given
in Appendix A; (ii) in relation to appeals
of initial denials, the HUD Depart-
mental Privacy Officer, Office of Orga-
nization and Management Information,
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment, 451 Seventh Street, SW,,
Washington, D.C. 20410.

Record source categories: Subject in-
dividual; other individuals; current or
previous employers; credit bureaus;
finanecial institutions; other corporations
or firms; Federal Government agencies;
non-federal government (including for-
eign, state and local) agencies; law en-
forcement agencies.

4. The Privacy Act system of records
}-I'U'D/FDAA—I is revised to read as fol-
OWS
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HUD/HM-2

System name: HUD Temporary Hous-
ing Files.

System location: Contact appropriate
Regional Emergency Services Officers for
locations of field offices. For a complete
listing of Regional Officers, see Appendix
A.

Categories of individuals covered by
the system: The files relate to disaster
assistanee functions. The files concern:
builders, developers, real estate firms and
other vendors, such as: mobile homes,
furniture and truck rental, utility sup-
plies and towing contractors; grant/proj-
ect applicants for aid (individuals and
organizations) ; equal opportunity; quali-
fied bidders on procurements; HUD per-
sonnel and candidates for temporary and
permanent positions, some of which are
on response cadre; past, present and in-
active tenants; candidates for permanent
or temporary housing in facilities such as
mobile homes, or who withdrew from
such housing; victims of natural disast-
ers (fire, flood, tornado) and their case
files.

Categories of records in the system:
Personal information is contained, such
as names, addresses, sex, Social Security
number, telephone number, wages, job
location, family inecome, insurance data
(relating to homes) as pertaining to some
applicants, and disapproval or approval
of applicants for aid or employment.
There is general correspondence con-
cerning complaints, plaudits, reinstate-
ment in jobs or housing, requests for dis-
bursement of payments and inquiries
from tenants and landlords in regard to
aid. Files also include general adminis-
trative and fiscal information, including
payroll, payment schedules and forms,
travel vouchers, time and attendance rec-
ords, applications, termination notices,
individual and family grant programs,
damage and relocation information,
leases, contract, disaster cadre registers,
listings of emergency repairs given as a
result of specific natural disasters, rea-
sons for tenant eviction or denial of aid,
sales information on homes after tenant
purchase, listings of debarred contrac-
tors, and status of dispositions of appli-
cants for housing.

Routine uses of records maintained in
the system, including categories of users
and the purposes of such uses: See Rou-
tine Uses paragraphs in prefatory state-
ment. Other routine uses: to the FBI—
for investigation of possible Small Busi-
ness Administrafion loan frauds; to
GAO—for the investigation of files and
to verify family composition, income and
sources of housing plans; to the Small
Business Administration—to  verify
household composition and actual disas-
ter assistance; forwarding of addresses;
information concerning contracts; to
Local Departments of Public Assist-
ance—for verification of occupancy of
victims, their income and relocation; to
House of Representatives—specific ten-
ant information is given in response to a
Congressional inquiry; to Posts Office—
in regard to location of individuals; to
Departments of Motor Vehicles and State
Tax Departments—to find serial number
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and cost of mobile homes and vehicles; to
Local Housing Authorities and depart-
ments of community affairs (by state)
and the Committee on Economic Oppor=
tunity—to determine family composi-
tions, income and sources of income and
housing plans concerning relocaton; to
law enforcement agencies—for relocation
information; to Local Housing Authori-
ties and local township police—concern~
ing the forwarding of addresses; to util-
ity companies—in regard to lease dates
and forwarding addresses; to Defense
Department Investigating Service—con-
cerning mobile home occupancy dates;
to county investigating services—to ver-
ify address and number of people within
households; to local relief and govern-
ment agencies—information on victims
and housing; property ownership; tax
rebates; to disaster victims—in regard to
disaster assistance and its termination.

Policies and practices for storing, re-
trieving, accessing, retaining, and dispos-
ing of records in the system:

Storage: Some files are in free text
form, such as notes, memos, ledger
cards, printed cards and 3’ x 5’ cards, as
well as daily reports. Other files are on
Standard Forms Nos. SF 171, SF 52, SF
50, 491.1 or various certification forms
relative to the need for assistance; or
computer print-outs (some of which con-
cern summaries of payments). Other
forms of storage are file folders and Dis-
aster Management Information Systems.
Any computer files are controlled and re-
ported at the Central Office level.

Retrievability: Administrative file
systems are filed alphabetically and geo-
graphically by name and then by case
file number. Direct Reimbursement Num-
ber, lease number, some are cross-refer-
enced by Social Security number, appli-
cation number, personal characteristics
(e.g., age, marital status, GS level, etc.) ;
subject matter; designated disaster and
area; functional assignment cards; ac-
cession to record group number. Most
correspondence written in free text is
filed by title of office and office designa-
tion. Some active files are within the
program subject file classification
method.

Safeguards: Records exist in card-
board hoxes, lockable desks, in notehooks
in bookcases, in tape-disc libraries, in
lockable file cabinets, or in central files
outside local offices. Records are kept in
buildings which are secured after work
hours, and most offices are locked when
unattended. Confidential files are seen
only by authorized personnel (in Re-
gional: Emergency Offices), Other files
are seen only by personnel authorized to
enter offices (whose names are posted on
lists) and who are overseen by Disaster
Assistance employees. In military instal-
lations, the records are maintained in
locked areas; only authorized personnel
have keys to files or offices. Computer
and data files are stored in computer fa-
cilities which are secured and accessible

only to authorized personnel; all files
are stored in a secured area. Technical
constraints are employed with regard to
access and the methods employed in
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order to maintain security include the
use of unique account codes; file quali-
fiers; file names, read/write protection
keys; site identification codes; run
identification codes; and password codes.
Retention and disposal: Some files are
active and kept up-to-date, but usually
only when an individual is receiving as-
sistance. Other files are inactive and his-
torical only, unless a follow-up on a case
is needed within one year after the close-
down of the Disaster Field Office. Other
files are partly current and partly his-
torical. Some files are permanently re-
tained, others destroyed by shredding
according to appropriate schedules, con-
cerning disposal authority. When Dis-
aster Field Offices are actively function-
ing, inactive case files are placed in in-
active files. When Disaster Field Offices
are inactive, case files are stored at rec-
ord centers. However, when a Disaster
Field Office has been audited and closed
out, any pertinent records are shipped
to Regional Offices. There is a periodic
review of some files, which includes the
removal of obsolete infoimation. Once a
tenant is terminated or has vacated a
temporary residence, his or her records
are placed in a “vacate file.” Some files
are eventually sent to the archives for
permanent retention.
System manager(s) and address:
Director
Office of Organization and Management In-
formation
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment
451 Seventh Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20410

Notification procedure: For inguiry
about existence of records, contact the
Privacy Officer at the appropriate loca-
tion, if additional information or assist-
ance is required, contact the Privacy
Officer at the appropriate location. A list
of all locations is given in system. loca-
tion, above.

Record access procedures: The De-
partment’s rules for providing access to
records to the individual concerned ap-
pear in 24 CFR Part 16. If additional
information or assistance is required,
contact the Privacy Officer at the ap-
propriate location. A list of all locations
is given in Appendix A.

Contesting record procedures: The De-
partment’s rules for contesting the con-
tents of records and appealing initial
denials, by the individual concerned, ap-
pear in 24 CFR Part 16. If additional
information or assistance is needed, it
may be obtained by contacting: (i) in
relation to contesting contents of rec-
ords, the Privacy Officer at the appro~
priate location. A list of all locations is
given in Appendix A; (ii) in relation to
appeals of initial denials, the HUD De-
partmental Privacy Officer, Office of Or-
ganization and Management Informa-
tion, Department of Housing and Urban
Development, 451 Seventh Street, SW.,
‘Washington, D.C. 20410.

Record source categories: Social serv-
ice and other state and city agencies;
subject individuals; current or previous
employers; credit bureaus; financial in-

stitutions; corporations or firms; Fed-
eral Government agencies; non-Federa)
Government agencies; law enforcement
agencies; Disaster Field Offices; various
numbered HUD forms; unnumbered sur-
vey forms; authorizations and state-
ments.

5. The Privacy Act system HUD/
ILSRO-1 is revised to read as follows:

HUD/ILSRO-1

System name: Interstate Land Sales
Registration.

System location: Interstate Land Sales
Registration Office, Central Office.

Categories of individuals covered by
the system: Developers in interstate land
sales.

Categories of records in the system:
Statements of record, exemption orders,
exemption advisory opinions, claims of
exemption and unregistered developers;
information about the progress, status
and aceuracy of disclosure statements;
statistical records; budget estimates.

Routine uses of records maintained in
the system, including categories of users
and the purposes of such uses: See Rou-
tine Uses paragraphs in prefatory state-
ment. Other routine uses: fo contrac-
tor—for keypunching; to lot purchasers
and other members of the public inquir-
ing or complaining about developers, and
to developers in processing purchaser
complaints.

Policies and practices for storing, re-
trieving, accessing, retaining, and dis-
posing of records in the system:

Storage: File jackets by assigned de-
veloper or subdivision number with some
information on magnetic tape/disc/
drum. ’

Retrievability: Name of developer or
subdivision or by assigned number.

Safeguards: Computer facilities are
secured and accessible only by author-
ized personnel, and all other files are
stored in a secured area. Technical re-
straints are employed with regard to ac-
cess to the computer and data files. The
file jackets, unless temporarily part of
an investigative file, are accessible to
the general public, and copies are avail-
able, through the Interstate Land Sales
Registration Office.

Retention and disposal: Record system
is active and kept up-to-date.

System manager(s) and address:
Director
Office of Organiation and Management In-

formation
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-

ment
451 Seventh Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20410

Notification procedure: For inquiry
about existence of records, contact the
Privacy Officer at the Central Office in
accordance with procedures in 24 CFR
Part 16. If additional information or as-
sistance is required, contact the Privacy
Officer at the Central Office location
given in Appendix A.

Record access procedures: The De-
partment’s rules for providing access to
records to the individual concerned ap-
pear in 24 CFR Part 16. If additional in-
formation or assistance is required, con-
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tact the Privacy Officer at the Central
Office at the location given in Appendix

A.

Contesting record procedures: The De-
partment’s rules for contesting the con-
tents of records and appealing initial
denials, by the individual concerned, ap-
pear in 24 CFR Part 16. If additional in-
formation or assistance is needed, it may
be obtained by contacting the HUD De-
partment Privacy Officer, Office of Or-
ganization and Management Informa-
tion, 451 Seventh Street, S.W., Washing-
ton, D.C., 20410,

Record source categories: Developers'
Data Transcription Sheets; statements
of record, exemption orders, exemption
advisory opinions and claims of exemp-
tion, field reports and purchase inquiries.

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

PRIVACY ACT OF 1974
Notice of Systems of Records
Correction

In FR Doc. 75-22609 appearing at page
39738 in the issue of Thursday, August
28, 1975, the following appendix should
be added immediately following the last
system, identified as HUD/ILSRO—2.
This appendix also appeared as part of
HUD’s rulemaking document (40 FR
39729, issue of August 28, 1975).
APPEDINX-A—OFFICIALS TO RECEIVE INQUIRIES,

REQUESTS FOR ACCESS AND REQUESTS FOR

CORRECTION OR AMENDMENT

HEADQUARTERS

Privacy Officer, 451 Seventh Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C, 20410.

REGION I

Regional Administrator, Room 710,
Causeway Street, Boston, Mass. 02114,

AREA OFFICES

Director, 999 Asylum Avenue, Hartford,
Conn, 06105.

Director, Bullfinch Building, 15 New Chardon
Street, Boston, Mass, 02114,

Director, Davison Building, 1230 Elm Street,
Manchester, N.-H. 03101.

INSURING OFFICES

Director, Federal Building and Post Office,
202 Harlow Street, Post Office Box 1857,
Bangor, Me. 04401.

Director, 330 Post Office Annex, Providence,
R.I, 02903.

Director, Federal Building, Elmwood Avenue,
Post Office Box 989, Burlington, Vt. 05401,
REGION II

Reglonal Administrator, 26 Federal Plaza,
Room 8541, New York, NY 10007.

AREA OFFICES
Director, The Parkade Building, 519 Federal
Street, Camden, NJ 08103.

Director, Gateway One Bldg., Raymond Plaza,
Newark, NJ 07102.

Director, Grant Building, 560 Main Street,
Buffalo, NY 14202,

Director, 666 Fifth Avenue, New York, NY
10019.
COMMONWEALTH AREA OFFICE

Administrator, 265 Ponce de Leon Ave., Hato
Rey, Puerto Rico, Mailing Address: G Post
Office Box 8869, San Juan, Puerto Rico
00036,

150
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INSURING OFFICE

Director, Westgate North, 30 Russell Road,
Albany, NY 12206.

REGION IX

Reglonal Administrator, Curtis Building, 6th
and Walnut Streets, Philadelphia,~ PA
19106,

AREA OFFICES

Director, Universal North Building, 1875 Con-~
necticut Avenue, N.W, Washington, D.C.
20009,

Director, Two Hopkins Plaza,
Bank and Trust Bldg, Baltimore,
21202.

Director, Curtis Bldg., 625 Walnut St., Phila.,
Penna, 19106.

Director, Two Allegheny Otr., Pittsburgh,
Penna. 15212.

Mercantile
MD

Director, 701 East Franklin Street, Rich-
mond, Virginia 23219.
INSURING OFFICES
Director, Farmers Bank Bldg., l4th Floor,

919 Market St., Wilmington, Dela. 19801,

Director, New Federal Bldg., 500 Quarrier St.,
Post Office Box 2948, Charleston, West Vir-
ginia 25330.

SPECIAL RECOVERY OFFICE

Director, Lackawanna County Bldg,, Spruce
and Adams Ave., Scranton, Penna. 18503.

REGION IV

Regional Administrator, Room 211, Pershing
Point Plaza, 1371 Peachtree Street, NE,
Atlanta. GA 30309.

AREA OFFICES

Director, 15 South 20th Street, Birmingham,
ALA 35283.

Director, Peninsular Plaza, 661 Riverside Ave~
nue, Jacksonville, FLA 32204,

Director, Peachtree Center Bldg., 230 Peach-
tree Street, N.W,, Atlanta, GA 30303.

Direcfor, Children's Hospital Foundation,
601 South Floyd Street, Post Office Box
1044, Louisville, KY 40201,

Director, 101-C Third Floor Jackson Mall,
Woodrow Wilson Avenue, West, Jackson,
Mississippl 39213,

Director, 2309 West Cone Blyd, Northwest
Plaza, Greensboro, NC 27408.

Director, 1801 Main Street, Jefferson Square,
Columbia, SC 20202.

Director, One Northshore Bldg., 1111 North-
shore Drive, Knoxville, Tenn, 37919.

INSURING OFFICES

Director, 3001 Ponce de Leon Bilvd., Coral
Gables, FLA 33134.

Director, 4224-28 Henderson Blvd,, Post Office
Box 18165, Tampa, FLA 33679.

Director, 28th Floor, 100 North Main Street,
Memphis, Tenn, 38103.

Director, U.S. Courthouse, Federal Bldg.
Annex, 801 Broadway, Nashville, Tenn,
37208,

SERVICE OF®ICE

Director, Porterfield Bldg., 38191 Maguire
Blvd., Post Office Box 20200, Orlando, FLA
32802.

REGION V

Reglonal Administrator, 300 South Wacker
Drive, Chicago, ILL 60606.

AREA OFFICES

Director, 17 North Dearborn Street, Chicago,
ILL 60602.

Director, Willowbrook Five Bldg,, 4720 Kins-
way Drive, Indianapolis, IND 46205.

Director, 6th Floor, 1st National Bldg., 600
Woodward Avenue, Detroit, MI 48226.

Director, Griggs-Midway Bldg., 1821 Univer-
sity Ave., St. Paul, MINN 55104.

REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 79—THURSDAY, APRIL

16853

Director, 60 East Main St,, Columbus, OH
43215.

Director, 744 North Fourth Street. Milwaukee,
WIS 53203.

INSURING OFFICES

Director, Lincoln Tower Plaza, 524 South
Second St., Room 600, Springfield, ILL
62704.

Director, Northbrook Bldg., No. II, 2922 Fuller
Ave., N.E,, Grand Rapids, MI 49506.

Director, Federal Office Bldg., 550 Main St.,
Rm. 9009, Cincinnati, OH 45202.

Director, 777 Rockwell, Cleveland, OH 44114,

REGION VI

Reglonal Administrator, Room 14C2, Earle
Cabell Federal Bldg., U.S. Courthouse, 1100
Commerce St., Dallas, TEX 75202.

AREA OFFICES

Director, Room 1490, One Union National
Plaza, Little Rock, ARK 72201.

Director, Plaza Tower, 1001 Howard Avenue,
New Orleans, LA 70113.

Director, 301 North Hudson Street, Oklahoma
City, OK 73102.

Director, 2001 Bryan Tower, 4th Floor, Dallas.
TEX 75201.

Director, Kallison Bldg,, 410 South Main Ave-
nue, Post Office Box 9163, San Antonio, TEX
78285.

INSURING OFFICES

Director, New Federal Bldg,, 500 Fannin, 6th
Floor, Shreveport, LA 71120.

Director, 625 Truman Street, N.E., Albuqguer-
que, NM 87110,

Director, 1708 Utica Square, Tulsa, OK 74152.

Director, 819 Taylor Street, Room 13A01 Fed-
eral Bldg., Fort Worth, TEX 76102.

Director, Two Greenway Plaza East, Suite 200,
Houston, TEX 77046.

Director, Courthouse and Federal Office Bldg.,
1206 Texas Avenue, Post Office Box 1847,
Lubbock, TEX 79408,

SERVICE OFFICE

Director, Mills Building, 303 North Oregon,
El Paso, TEX 79901,

REGION vIX

Regional Administrator, Federal Office Bldg.,
Rm. 300, 911 Walnut Street, Kansas City,
MO 64106.

AREA OFFICES

Director, Two Gateway Center, 4th and State
Streets, Kansas City, Kansas 77101,

Director, 210 North 12th Street, St. Louis, MO
63101,

Director, Univac Bldg., 7100 West Center Rd.,
Omaha, NEB 68106.

INSURING OFFICES

Director, 210 Walnut Street, Rm. 259, Federal
Bldg., Des Moines, Towa 50309.
Director, 700 Kansas Avenue, Topeka, Kansas
66603.
REGION VIII

Reglonal Administrator, Federal Bldg, 1961
Stout Street, Denver, Colorado 80202,

INSURING OFFICES

Director, 4th Floor, Title Bldg,,
Street, Denver, Colorado 80202.
Director, 616 Helena Avenue, Helena, Mon-

tana 59601,

Director, Federal Bldg., 663 Second Avenue,
North, Post Office Box 2483, Fargo, ND
58102,

Director, 119 Federal Bldg., U.S. Courthouse,
400 8. Phillips Ave., Sioux Falls, SD 57102,

Director, 126 South State St., Post Office Box
11009, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111,

Director, Federal Office Bldg., 100 East B
Street, Post Office Box 580, Casper, Wyo-
ming 82601,

909-17th
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REGION IX

Regional Administrator, 450 Golden Gate Av-
enue, Post Office Box 36003, San Francisco,
CA 94102,

AREA OFFICES

Director, 2500 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles,
CA 90057,

Director, One Embarcadero Center, Sulte
1600, San Francisco, CA 94111.

INSURING OFFICES

Director, 244 West Osborn Rd., Post Office
Box 13468, Phoenix, Arizona 85002.

Director, 801 Eye Street, Post Office Box
1978, Sacramento, CA 95809.

Director, 110 West C Street, Post Office Box
2648, San Diego, CA 92112,

Director, 34 Civic Center Plaza, Room 614,
Santa Ana, CA 92701.

Director, 1000 Bishop Street, 10th Floor, Post
Office Box 3377, Honolulu, Hawall 96813,
Director, 1050 Bible Way, Post Office Box 4700,

Reno, NEV 89505.

REGION X

Regional Administrator, Arcade Plaza Bldg.,
1321 Second Ave., Seattle, WA 98101.
AREA OFFICES
Director,
520 Southwest Sixth Ave.,
Portland, Oregon 97204,
Director,
Arcade Plaza Bldg.,
1321 Second Ave.,
Seattle, Washington 98101,

INSURING OFFICES
Director,
334 West Fifth Ave.,
Anchorage, Alaska 99501.
Director,
331 Idaho St.,
Post Office Box 32,
Boise, Idaho 83707.
Director,
West 920 Riverside Ave.,
Spokane, WA 99201,
Federal Disaster Assistance Administration

REGION T
Director,
Room 2203-E, John F, Kennedy Federal
Building,
Boston, Mass, 02208.
REGION IX
Director,
26 Federal Plaza,
New York, NY 10007.
REGION IIX
Director,
Curtis Bldg., 7th Floor,
6th and Walnut Streets,
Phila., PA 19106,
REGION IV
Director,
1375 Peachtree St., N.E., Suite 750,
Atlanta, GA 30309,

REGION V
Director,
300 South Wacker Dr., Room 520,
Chicago, ILL 60606.
REGION VI
Director,
Federal Bldg., Room 13C28,
1100 Commerce Street,
Dallas, TX 75202,
REGION VIX
Director,
Federal Office Bldg., Room 407,
911 Walnut Street,
Ransas City MO 64106.
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REGION VIIX
Director,
Lincoln Tower Bldg., Room 1140,
1860 Lincoln,
Denver, Colorado 80203.
REIGON IX
Director,
120 Montgomery Street,
San Francisco, CA 94104,

REGION X

Director,
Arcade Bldg., Room M-18,
1319 Second Avenue,
Seattle, WA 98101,

These are parmanent offices. For location of
the nearest temporay field office, contact
the appropriate Regional FDAA Office.

Issued at Washington, D.C., March 26,
1976. 2

JOoHN B. RHINELANDER,
Acting Secretary of Housing
and Urban Development.

[FR Do0¢.76-11604 Flled 4-21-76;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard

LOOP, INC.

Deepwater Port License Application
Public Hearing

Notice is hereby given that an initial
public hearing pursuant to Section 5(g)
of the Deepwater Port Act of 1974 (Pub.
1. 93-627) will be held at 9:00 a.m. on
Tuesday, May 25, 1976, in Rooms 9-10,
Rivergate Convention Center, 4 Canal
St., New Orleans, Louisiana. The hearing
will be informal and conducted jointly by
the U.S. Coast Guard, the Secretary of
Transportation’s Office of Deepwater
Ports, and the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers.

The purpose of this hearing is to re-
ceive public views on an application filed
with the Coast Guard by LOOP, INC.,
New Orleans, Louisiana (41 FR 3768).
The applicant seeks all Federal authori-
zations required for a license to own, con-
struct, and operate a deepwater port
proposed in the Gulf of Mexico, approxi-
mately 20 miles south of Grand Isle, LA.
Views will also be heard on the attendant
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
being prepared and processed by the
Coast Guard, as lead Federal agency,
pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321).

The proposed deepwater port will re-
quire a license issued by the Secretary
of Transportation approving those ele-
ments of the port that are located sea-
ward of the Louisiana coastal high water
mark. The license document will also in-
clude other Federal authorizations, par-
ticularly permits required by the Corps
of Engineers for work the applicant pro-
poses to do in navigable waters of the
U.S. related to the proposed deepwater
port offshore facilities.

The draft EIS for the project has heen
filed with the President’s Council on En-
vironmental Quality and made available
to the public. The draft EIS and a copy
of the license application are available
for public inspection during normal busi-
ness hours at the following locations:

Commandant (G-WDWP/61), U.S. Coast
Guard, Room 6125, Nassif Bullding, 400
Seventh Street, S.W., Washington, D.C.
20590

Office of the Commander (mps), Eighth
Coast Guard District, Room 1341, Hale
Boggs Federal Building, 500 Camp St., New
Orleans, LA 70130

U.S. Army Engineer District, New Orleans,
Corps of Engineers, Building No. 18, Foot
of Prytania St., New Orleans, LA 70118

Any person desiring to appear and be
heard at this public hearing may do so.
Information and material relevant to the
issuance or denial of the deepwater port
license and other related Federal author-
izations is welcome. Interested persons
may submit briefs and oral argument at
a time determined by the Presiding Offi-
cer during the hearing. Persons unable to
attend the hearing or those in attend-
ance who wish to submit supplemental
information may do so within 15 days af-
ter the date of the hearing at which time
the hearing record will be closed.

Persons planning to make hearing
presentations are encouraged to submit
their views, in writing, to the Comman-
dant, (G-WDWP/61), 400 Seventh
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590 sev-
en days prior to the hearing, indicating
for oral presentations the approximate
amount of time required to make their
presentation. Time limitations may be
imposed by the Presiding Officer, within
his sole discretion, at any time during
the hearing, Organizations or groups of
individuals are requested to limit their
presentations to a single speaker on be-
half of the organization or group.

Comments previously submitfed in re-
sponse to a public notice issued by the
New Orleans District Corps of Engineers
on April 16, 1976 (Public Notice LMNOD-
SP, (LaFourche Parish Wetlands) 68
concerning project information of par-
ticular concern to the Corps) should not
be duplicated, in the interest of making a
clear record of this proceeding. Likewise,
comment on the draft EIS already sub-
mitted or intended to be submitted in re-
sponse to the usual EIS development and
processing procedures need not be pre-
sented at the hearing,

A transcript will be made of the hear-
ing. This record will be available for ex-
amination by interested persons, during
normal business hours, at the addresses
listed in the fourth paragraph of this
notice.

((88 Stat. 2134, 33 U.S.C. 1504(g)); 49 CFR
1.46)

Dated: April 15, 1976.

D. J. RuEY,
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Act-
ing Chief, Office of Marine
Environment and Systems.

[FR Doc.76-11879 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[CGD 76-067]

NATIONAL OFFSHORE OPERATIONS
INDUSTRY ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Open Meeting

The National Offshore Operations In-
dustry Advisory Committee will conduct
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an open meeting May 25-26, 1976, at the
Travel Lodge, 250 Beach Street, San

Francisco, California. The meeting is
scheduled to begin at 9:00 a.m. on May
25, 1976.

DThe agenda for this meeting of the
National Offshore Operations Industry
Advisory Committee is as follows:

(1) Mobile drill unit regulations

(2) Personnel and licensing

(3) Admeasurement and stability
(4) Offshore operations safety

(5) Subsea operations

(6) Environmental affairs

(7) Law of the sea

(8) Navigation safety requirements

(9) Safety survey of offshore oil and
mineral vessels

(10) Review of fairway adequacy

(11) Review of existing regulations

(12) Other appropriate matters that
may be brought before the committee.

The Coast Guard National Offshore
Operations Industry Advisory Committee
was established to provide advice and
consultation to the Marine Safety Coun-
cil with respect to offshore operations
and the coastal environment including,
but not limited to, offshore oil and min-
eral exploitation, transmission of energy
resources, and support activities.

Members of this committee serve vol-
untarily without compensation from the
Federal Government for either trave'l.
or per diem. -

ngeter%ted persons may obtain addi-
tional information or the summary of the
minutes of the meeting by writing to:
° Qaptain G. K. Greiner, Jr., Commandant
(G-CMC/81), U.S. Coast Guard, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20590,

or by calling 202-426-1477.

This Notice is issued under section 10(a)
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act (P.L.
02-463, 86 Stat. 770, 5 U.S.C. App. I).

Dated: April 15, 1976.

W. M. BENKERT,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Goast Guard
Chief, Office of Merchant Ma-~
rine Safety.

[FR Doc.76-11684 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[CGD 78 073]

PORT OF NEW YORK
Temporary Local Regulations

Pursuant to the authority contained in
33 US.C. 1224, 46 U.S.C. 454, and 33
C.F.R. Parts 100 and 160, Commander,
Third Coast Guard District, has issued

Temporary Local Regulations affecting
navigation in the Port of New York dur-
ing the period 2 July to 5 July 1976.

During this period it is anticipated
that over 5,000 vessels ranging from
small pleasure vessels to large naval ves-
sels and sail training ships will be pres-
ent in the Port watching or participating
in a scheduled International Naval Re-
view, the Marine Parade of Operation
Sail and other activities.

Approximately 56 large naval vessels
from 20 countries will arrive and anchor
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in lines from the Verrazano Narrows
Bridge to the George Washington Bridge.
These naval vessels will lie at anchor
until the afternoon of 4 July, at which
time they will proceed to berths at vari-
ous locations within the Port.

Approximately 250 sail training ships
and sailing vessels participating in Op-
eration Sail 1976 will arrive in the Port
commencing 2 July 1976 and will anchor
in Sandy Hook Bay and Gravesend Bay.
They will form in a staging area south of
the Verrazano Narrows Bridge on the
morning of 4 July and proceed in a col-
umn north to the George Washington
Bridge in the Hudson River.

Vessels in the marine parade will turn
around in the vicinity of the bridge and
proceed southward to various berths in
the Port of New York.

A large contingent of smaller vessels
participating in OPERATION SAIL '76
is scheduled to transit southbound
through Hellgate in the East River on
the afternoons of 2 July and 3 July 1976.

A fireworks display is scheduled for
the evening of 4 July 1976, with fireworks
being launched from Liberty Island, Ellis
Island, Governors Island, and from three
barges anchored in the upper bay.

Hazardous conditions resulting from
the unprecedented large number of spec-
tator vessels anticipated, the concentra-
tion of large anchored nayval vessels, and
the operating characteristics of vessels
participating in the Operation Sail 1976
Marine Parade require Temporary Local
Regulations to promote safety.

The Temporary Local Regulations
temporarily disestablish certain anchor-
age areas, and establish other temporary
anchorage areas for use by certain classes
of vessels. In addition, they restrict navi-
gation of boats and spectator craft to
provide a clear zone for the Operation
Sail 1976 Marine Parade. They also re-
strict navigation in the upper bay dur-
ing the fireworks display, and in the East
River during the scheduled transits of
participating vessels.

Non-passenger carrying commercial
vessel traffic is in part curtailed on
4 July 1976.

TEMPORARY LOCAL REGULATIONS
PORT OF NEW YORK
2-5 July 1976

1. GENERAL. The following tempo-
rary local regulations are issued to aug-
ment those regulations which govern
navigation in the Port of New York con-
tained in Title 33, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations. These temporary local regula-
tions will affect navigation in the Port
of New York during the period 1:14 p.m.,
2 July to 6:00 a.m., 5 July 1976, and are
required because of hazardous condi-
tions that will be occasioned by the ar-
rival of a large number of sail training
ships, naval vessels, and spectator craft
participating in and observing an Inter-
national Naval Review and Operation
Sail 1976. All times are given in Eastern
Daylight Savings Time. These temporary
local regulations are issued under the
authority of 46 U.S.C. 454, 33 U.S.C. 1224,
and 33 C.F.R. Parts 100 and 160,
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2. DEFINITIONS. The following defi-
nitions will be applicable for purposes
of these regulations.

a. “VESSEL” includes every de-
scription of watercraft, used or capable
of being used as a means of transporta-
tion on the water, except public vessels.

b. “BOAT” means any vessel manu-
factured or used primarily for non-
commercial use; leased, rented, or char-
tered to another for the latter's non-
commercial use, or engaged in the
carrying of six or fewer passengers and
all tugboats and towboats.

c¢. “PUBLIC VESSEL"” means a vessel
owned, employed, or bareboat char-
tered and operated by the United States
or by a State or political subdivision
thereof, and engaged in law enforce-
ment activities.

d. “COMMERCIAL VESSEL” includes
any vessel that would be governed by
the regulations contained in Title 46,
Code of Federal Regulations, Chapter I,
Subchapter D, Subchapter H or Sub-
chapter I, including foreign vessels
otherwise exempt by virtue of 46 C.F.R.
30.015(e), 70.053(b), and 90.051(a) (1),
except vessels defined as “BOATS” shall
not be included.

e. “SPECTATOR VESSEL” shall in-
clude any commercial vessel primarily
carrying passengers but not engaged in
an international voyage, or any vessel
subject to the regulations contained in
Title 46, Code of Federal Regulations,
Chapter I, Subchapter R or Subchapter
L 13

f. “OPSAIL "6 VESSELS'" shall in-
clude all vessels participating in Op-
eration Sail 1976 under the auspices of
the Marine Event Application submitted
by OPERATION SAIL 1976 INC.

g. “NAVAL VESSELS” shall include
United States Navy and Coast Guard
vessels and foreign naval vessels partici-
pating in the International Naval Re-
view to be held on 4 July 1976 in New
York Harbor and being sponsored by
the United States Navy.

h. “NAVIGATE" includes being under-
way and anchored.

i. “NEW YORK HARBOR” is defined
as including the following waterways:
Narrows, Upper Bay, East River, and
Hudson River to Latitude 40°54'00'°
North. Kill Van Kull, Newark Bay, and
Arthur Kill will not be considered
within New York Harbor.

J. “UPPER BAY” means the waters of
New York Harbor bounded by the fol-
lowing coordinates: Beginning at Lati-
tude 40°37°00’’ North, Longitude 74°04’~
00" West; thence, to Latitude 40°42°00""
North, Longitude 74°04’00’’ West; thence
to Latitude 40°42°00"” North, Longitude
74°01'00"" West; thence to Latitude
40°37'00’ North, Longitude 74°02'00'*
West; thence to the beginning.

k. “NARROWS” means the waters of
New York Harbor bounded by the fol-
lowing coordinates: Beginning at Lati-
tude 40°36°00’* North, Longitude 74°04’~
00’ West; thence to Latitude 40°37°00""
North, ILongitude 74°04'00% West;
thence to Latitude 40°37°00’* North, Lon-
gitude 74°02°00’* West; thence to Lati-
tude 40°36'00"* North, Longitude 74°02'=
00’ West; thence to the beginning,
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3. VESSEL MOVEMENT.

a, Hell Gate, East River. Commencing
1:14 pm, and until 8:33 p.m., 2 July
1976 and commencing 2:07 p.m., and un-
til 9:31 p.m., 3 July 1976, the area north
of Latitude 40°46’30’" North and west of
Longitude 73°565’00"° West in the East
River is restricted to oneway southbound
traffic. No vessel shall transit this area
northbound during this period.

b. Staging Area, South oj Narrows.
Commencing 8:00 am,, until 1:00 p.m.,
4 July 1976, no commercial vessel shall
navigate in the area bounded by the
following coordinates: Beginning at Lat-
itude 40°33'30’ North, Longitude
74°02'09’* West, thence to Latitude
40°36'00'" North, Longitude 74°03'00""
‘West, thence to Latitude 40°36°00"
North, Longitude 74°02'00'"West, thence
to Latitude 40°33’30°* North, Longitude
74°01°13’" West, thence to the begin-
ning.

¢. Upper Bay and Narrows. Commenc-
ing 10:00 a.m., until 4:00 p.m., 4 July
1976, no commercial vessel shall navigate
in the Upper Bay and Narrows.

d. Hudson River. Commencing 11:00
a.m., until 8:00 p.m., 4 July 1976, no
commercial vessels shall navigate in the
Hudson River from Latitude 40°42'00"’
North to Latitude 40°54'00’’ North.

e. Chapel Hill South Channel. Com-
mencing 7:00 am., until 11:55 am., 4
July 1976, no vessel except OPSAIL '76
vessels shall navigate in Chapel Hill
South Channel.

f. Marine Parade Route, Narrows.
Commercing 10:00 a.m., and until 1:45
p.m., 4 July 1976, no vessel other than
OPSAIL '76 vessels and naval vessels
shall navigate in the area bounded by
the following coordinates: Beginning at
Latitude 40°36726’ North, Longitude
74°02’36’" West, thence to Latitude
40°38°51’" North, Longitude 74°03'20.5""
West, thence to Latitude 40°38’52''
North, Longitude 74°03’37'* West, thence
to Latitude 40°36’21’’ North, Longitude
74°02°51"" West, thence to the beginning.

g. Marine Parade Route, Upper Bay.
Commencing 11:00 a.m., until 3:00 p.m.,
4 July 1976, no vessel other than OPSAIL
76 vessels and naval vessels shall navi-
gate in the area bounded by the follow-
ing coordinates: Beginning at Latitude
40°38’51’’ North, Longitude 74°03’20.5""
West, thence to Latitude 40°41'46"
North, Longitude 74°01'26.5’" West,
thence to Latitude 40°41’47.6’ North,
Longitude 74°01'43"" West, thence to
Latitude 40°38'52"" North, Longitude
74°03’37"" West, thence to the beginning.

(h) Marine Parade Route South of
George Washington Bridge, Hudson
River. Commencing 11:00 a.m., and until
8:00 p.m., 4 July 1976, no vessel except
OPSAIL '76 vessels, naval vessels, and
assisting tugboats shall navigate in the
area bounded by the following coordi-
nates: Beginning at Latitude 40°41'46’’
North, Longitude 74°01'26.5'" West,
thence to Latitude 40°45’25’° North,
Longitude 74°00’45’" West, thence to Lat-
itude 20°29’25.5’” North, Longitude 73°~
5801.5"" West, thence to Latitude 40°50’~
15’" North, Longitude 73°57°15.5"° West,
thence to Latitude 40°51’02’* North,
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Longitude 73°56°56'" West, thence to Lat-
itude 40°53’00”" North, Longitude 73°55'~
32"’ West, thence to Latitude 40°53°00""
North, Longitude 73°55’47.5’"° West,
thence to Latitude 40°51’05’° North,
Longitude 73°57’11’* West, thence to Lat-
itude 40°50”19’* North, Longitude 73°57"~
30’ West, thence to Latitude 40°49'31.5""
North, Longitude 73°58°15"" West, thence
to Latitude 40°45’29’" North, Longitude
74°00’59.5"" West, thence to Latitude
40°41’'47.5"" North, Longitude 74°01'43""
West, thence to the beginning.

i. Marine Parade Route North of
George Washington Bridge, Hudson
River. Commencing 2:00 p.m., and until
5:00 p.m., 4 July 1976, no vessel other
than OPSAIL '76 vessels, naval vessels,
and assisting tugboats shall navigate in
the Hudson River from Latitude 40°52'-
00’ North to Latitude 40°54’00’’ North.

i. Fireworks Display Area, Upper Bay.
Commencing 8:45 p.m., and until 9:45
p.m., 4 July 1976, no vessel shall navi-
gate in the area bounded by the following
coordinates: Beginning at Latitude 40°~
41’03.5’ North, Longitude 74°01°37.5''
West, thence fo Latitude 40°41°18,5"
North, Longitude 74°02'41,0'" West,
thence to Latitude 40°41’27.0’"" North,
Longitude 74°02'51.2"" West, thence to
Latitude 40°41'52.5’' North, Longitude
74°02’39’" West, thence to Latitude 40°~
41'53'’ North, Longitude 74°01'00"" West
thence to Latitude 40°41°35’' North,
Longitude 74°00'57"* West thence to the
beginning.

k. Staten Island Ferries, The City of
New York Department of Marine and
Aviation ferries, while engaged in nor-
mal ferry service, are excluded from the
requirements of 3.g. between the hours
of 11:00 a.m., to 11:45 am., 4 July 1976
and 1:30 p.m., to 3:00 p.m., 4 July 1976,
but in no event shall such ferries pass
between or otherwise interfere with
OPSAIL '76 vessels engaged in the ma-
rine parade.

4. ANCHORAGE AREAS DISESTAB-
LISHED. Certain anchorages are being
temporarily disestablished. Mariners are
advised that except In great emergency
it is unlawful to anchor in the Port of
New York except in established anchor-
age areas. See 33 CFR § 110.155(1).

a. The following anchorages will be
temporarily disestablished commencing
6:00 am., 3 July 1976 until 6:00 a.m.,
5 July 1976: Anchorages Nos. 23A, 23B,
and 24 (Stapleton Anchorage); Anchor-
ages Nos. 21B, 21C (Bay Ridge Anchor~
age) ; Anchorages Nos. 20, 20A, 20B (New
Jersey Shore Anchorages); Anchorage
No. 19 (Hudson River); Anchorage No.
25 (Gravesend Bay Anchorage).

b. Commencing 6:00 am., 3 July 1976
until 11:55 a.m., 4 July 1976 Anchorage
No. 49G (north of Naval Ammunition
Depot. Earle) is temporarily disestab-
lished.

¢. Commencing 6:00 a.m., 3 July 1976
until 11:55 a.m., 4 July 1976, that por-
tion of Anchorage No. 26 bounded by the
following coordinates is disestablished:
Beginning at Latitude 40°27°00’’ North,
Longitude 74°02'00’" West, thence to Lat-
itude 40°28’00’" North, Longitude 74°02'~
27" West, thence to Latitude 40°28’30""
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North, Longitude 74°01°43"* West, thence
to Latitude 40°28’00’" North, Longitude
74°01°00’" West, thence to the beginning.
74''01'00"" West, thence to the beginning

5. ANCHORAGE AREAS ESTAB-
LISHED. Certain temporary anchorage
areas are being temporarily established
for certain classes of vessels. Mariners are
cautioned that the areas designated have
not been subject to any special survey
or inspection and that charts may not
show all seabed obstructions or the
shoalest depths. In addition the anchor-
ages are in areas of substantial currents
and not all anchorages are over good
holding ground. Mariners are advised to
take appropriate precautions when us-
ing these temporary areas. These are not
special anchorage areas. Vessels must dis-
play anchor lights reguired by the
Navigation Rules.

a. Governors Island Temporary An-
chorage Area: Commencing 6:00 am,
until 4:00 pm., 4 July 1976, the area
bounded by the following coordinates is
established as a temporary anchorage
area for boats and spectator “vessels
greater than 100" LOA: Beginning at
Latitude 40°41'00”” North, Longitude
74°01°'26’" West, thence to Latitude
40°40’46.5’" North, Longitude 74°01'45"
West, thence to Latitude 40°40'53.5"
North, Longitude 74°02°01.5'% West,
thence to Latitude - 40°41’46’" North,
Longitude 74°01°27"7 West, thence to
Latitude 40°41’35’" North, Longitude
74°01'12.5'* West, thence along the
shoreline to the beginning.

b. Narrows Temporary Anchorage:
Commencing 6:00 am., until 4:00 p.m.,
4 July 1976 the area-bounded by the
following coordinates is established as a
temporary anchorage area for boats and
spectator vessels less than 100° LOA:
Beginning at Latitude 40°38°00'" North.
Longitude 74°02'24’" West, thence to
Latitude 40°38’00’* North, Longitude
74°02’37'* West, thence to Latitude
40°3721.5'' North, Longitude 74°02'50"
West, thence to Latitude 40°36'24"
North, Longitude 74°02730"" West, thence
to Latitude 40°36’29’" North, Longitude
74°02’11.5"" West, thence along the shore-
line to the beginning.

¢. Boat and Spectator Vessel Anchor-
age Areas: Commencing 6:00 a.m., 3 July
until 6:00 a.m., 5 July 1976, the areas
bounded by the following eoordinates are
established as anchorage areas for boats
and spectator vessels:

(1) Beginning at Latitude 40°39'13"
North, Longitude 74°03’50’* West, thence
to Latitude 40°39'10’’ North, Longitude
74°04'23'" West, thence to Latitude
40°39'30’" North, Longitude 74°04'08"
West, thence to Latitude 40°39'26"
North, Longitude 74°03’56’" West, thence
to the beginning; e

(2) Beginning at Latitude 40°39'21
North, Longitude 74°04’56’" West, thence
to Latitude 40°39’14’* North, Longitude
74°04’48"" West, thence to Latitude
40°39'29’* North, Longitude 74“04'20,
West, thence to Latitude 40°39'48"
North, Longitude 74°04'50"* West, thence
to the beginning;

(3) Beginning at Latitude 40°39'40"
North, Longitude 74°03’35’" West, thence
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to Latitude 40°39'59’’ North, Longitude

74°03°67°° West, thence to Latitude
40°40712°" ~North, Longitude 74°03’41
West, thence to Latitude 40°40'00"’

North Longitude 74°0322"" West, thence
to the beginning;

(4) Beginning at Latitude 40°40’14"'
North, Longitude 74°03’08’ West, thence
to Latitude 40°40'25"" North, Longitude
74°03’23’° West, thence to Eatitude
40°40'38’" North, Longitude 74°03°00'"
West, thence to Latitude 40°40°39""
North, Longitude 74°02'51"" West, thence
to the beginning;

(5) Beginning at Latitude 40°40'42"’
North, Longitude 74°03729"* West, thence
to Latitude 40°40'44’" North, Longitude
74°02’57'" West, thence to Latitude
40°41°05"" North, Longitude 74°02'43"
West, thence to Latitude. 40°41°18""
North, Longitude 74°03’14’* West, thence
to the beginning;

(6) Beginning at Latitude 40°41°31"’
North, Longitude 74°02’50"" West, thence
to Latitude 40°41’45°" North, Longitude
74°02°50"" ° West, thence to Latitude
40°41’33’* North, Longitude 74°02'27""
West, thence to Latitude 40°41723"°
North, Longitude 74°02’32"" West, thence
to the beginning;

(7)) Beginning at Latitude 40°41’37"*
North, Longitude 74°02'20’* West, thence
to Latitude 40°41°42" North, Longitude
74°02°32"° West, thence to Latitude
40°41'46'° North, Longitude 74°02'32'"
West, thence to Latitude 40°41’44""
North, Longitude 74°02’16"" West, thence
to the beginning;

(8) Beginning at Latitude 40°41'56"’
North, Longitude 74°02’18’" West, thence
to Latitude 40°42°05’* North, Longitude
74°01'59’" West, thence to Latitude
40°42°'06’" North, Longitude 74°02°19""
West, thence to Latitude 40°42°03""
North, Longitude 74°02'25’* West, thence
to the beginning;

(9) Beginning at Latitude 40°40’21"’
North, Longitude 74°01’34"" West, thence
to Latitude 40°40°20¢* North, Longitude
74°01°28'* West, thence to Latitude
40°39°49"" North, Longitude 74°01'23*"
West, thence to ZLatitude 40°38'55°
North, Longitude 74°02°19’" West, thence
to Latitude 40°39'03’" North, Longitude
74°02°26"" West, thence to the beginning;

(10) Commencing 6:00 a.m., until 4:00
p.m. 4 July 1976, the naval vessel an-
chorages established in 5.e. shall be avail-
able to boats and spectator vessels. Mari-
ners are cautioned to anticipate larger
vessels swinging at anchor and to take
appropriate precautions.

d. OPSAIL 76 Vessel Anchorage Areas:
Commencing 6:00 a.m., 3 July 1976 until
11:55 am. 4 July 1976, the areas
bounded by the following coordinates are
established as temperary anchorage areas
for OPSAIL 76 vessels:

(1) Gravesend Bay, beginning at a
point on the Coney Island shoreline at
Latitude 40°34’36’* North, Longitude
74°00°47°* West, thence to Latitude
40°34'53"" North, Longitude 74°01'56.5""
West, thence to Latitude 40°35'24"
North, Longitude 74°02’05’* West, thence
to Latitude 40°35'58’* North, Longitude
74°02°18.5’” West, thence to a point on
the Brooklyn shoreline at Latitude
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40°36°12.9" North, Longitude 74°01'24.2"’
West, thence following the shoreline to
Latitude 40°36°06.8'° North, Longitude
74°00°54.5’° West, thence to Latitude
40°34°53.8"" North, Longitude 74°00'23.5""
West, thence following the shoreline to
the point of beginning;

(2) Sandy Hook Bay, beginning at
Latitude 40°27°00°" North, Longitude
74°02°00"° West, thence to Latitude
40°28’00’° North, Longitude 74°02°27""
West, thence to Latitude 40°28’30""
North, Longitude 74°01°43’" West, thence
to Latitude 40°28°00”" North, Longitude
74°01°00 West, thence to the beginning;

(3) North of Naval Ammunition Depot
Earle, beginning at Latitude 40°28’33"’
North, Longitude 74°03'01'" West, thence
to Latitude 40°28722'" North, Longitude

74°02°20°7 West, thence fto Latitude
40°27°48"" North, Longitude 74°02'42"’
West, thence to Latitude 40°27'56"

North, Longitude 74°03°02"" West, thence
to the beginning.

e. Naval. Vessel Anchorage Areas:
Commencing 6:00 a.m., 3 July 1976 until
6:00 a.m., 5 July 1976, the areas bounded
by the following coordinates are estab-
lished as temporary anchorage areas for
naval vessels:

(1) Beginning at Latitude 40°38736.5""
North, Longitude 74°04’13.3"7 West,
thence to Latitude 40°38°37"° North,
Longitude 74°03’49°" West, thence to
Latitude 40°38'22°" North, Longitude
74°03'36°° West, thence to Latitude
40°37°26.8"" North, Longitude 74°03°18"’
West, thence to Latitude 40°37'23.2"’
North, Longitude 74°03’59"" West, thence
to Latitude 40°37°30.7'* North, Longitude
74°04'04.5"" West, thence to the point
of beginning;

(2) Beginning at Latitude 40°37'23.2""
North, Longitude 74°03°59"* West, thence
to Latitude 40°37'26.8"" North, Longitude
74°03°18'" West, thence to Latitude
40°36725"" North, Longitude 74°02’58"’
West, thence to a point on the Staten
Island shoreline at Latitude 40°36°20"’
North, Longitude 74°03°14’’ West, thence
to the point of beginning;

(3) Beginning at Latitude 40°40°23"’
North, Longitude 74°02°15’" West, thence
to Latitude 40°40’21’" North, Longitude
74°01'34’° West, thence to Latitude
40°39'04’° North, Longitude 74°02’26°’
West, thence to Latitude 40°38°03’’
North, Longitude 74°02°49’" West, thence
to Latitude 40°38’03"" North, Longitude
74°03'02"" West, thence to Latitude
40°38°'57°" North, Longitude 74°03’10"’
thence to the beginning;

(4) Beginning at Latitude 40°39'00''
North, Longitude 74°03’58’" West, thence
to Latitude 40°42'00’° North, Longitude
74°02°00"" West, thence to Latitude
40°42°00°* North, Longitude 74°01’47’"
West, thence to Latitude 40°39'00"'
North, Longitude 74°03'45"* West, thence
to the beginning;

(5) Beginning at a point on the Man-
hattan shoreline at Latitude 40°46°47.8"’
North, Longitude 73°59'22.3""% West,
thence to Latitude 40°46°59.8°' North,
Longitude 73°59°52.8°° West, thence to
Latitude 40°47°42.5" North, Longitude
73°59°18"" West, thence to Latitude
40°48°27’* North, Longitude 73°58'45.5""
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West, thence to Latitude 40°49°28’'
North, Longitude 73°58°06.2"" West,
thence to Latitude 40°50’15.5’" North,
Longitude 73°57°18"° West, thence to
Latitude 40°51°02.3"° North, Longitude
73°56’59"" West, thence to a point on the
Manhattan shoreline at Latitude 40°51"
00.8°" North, Longitude 73°56°51’* West,
thence following the shoreline to the
point of beginning.

6. SPEED LIMIT.

a. Commencing 10:00 a.m., until 4:00
p.m. 4 July 1976, no vessel shall navigate
in the Upper Bay and Narrows at a speed
in excess of 8 knots, except by author-
ization of Captain of the Port, New York.

b. Commencing 11:00 a.m., until 8:00
p.m., 4 July 1976, no vessel shall navigate
in the Hudson River from Latitude 40°
42’00’ North to Latitude 40°53'00""
North at a speed in excess of 8 knots,
except by authorization of Captain of the
Port, New York.

7. PENALTIES. Violation of these reg-
ulations shall be subject to the penalties
provided in 33 U.S.C. 1226, 1227, and 33
C.F.R. 160.15.

Issued at Governors Island, New York,
New York, on 9 April 1976.

W. F. Rea, 113,
Commander,
Third Coast Guard District.

|FR Doc.76-11683 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[CGO 76-011 TH]
SEADOCK, INC.

Deepwater Port License Application
Public Hearing

Notice is hereby given than an initial
public hearing pursuant to Section 5(g)
of the Deepwater Port Act of 1974 (Pub.
L. 93-627) will be held at 9:00 am. on
Thursday, May 27, 1976, in the Houston
Lighting and Power Co. Auditorium,
Junction Rtes 288 and 332, Freeport,
Texas. The hearing will be informal and
conducted jointly by the U.S. Coast
Guard, the Secretary of Transportation’s
Office of Deepwater Ports, and the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers.

The purpose of this hearing is to re-
ceive public views on an application filed
with the Coast Guard by Seadock, Inc.,
Houston, Texas (41 FR 3769). The ap-
plicant seeks all Federal authorizations
required for a license to own, construct,
and operate a deepwater port proposed
in the Gulf of Mexico, approximately 26
miles south of Freeport, Texas. Views will
also be heard on the attendant Environ-
mental Impact Statement (EIS) being
prepared and processed by the Coast
Guard, as lead Federal agency, pursuant
to the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321,

The proposed deepwater port will re-
quire a license issued by the Secretary
of Transportation approving those ele-
ments of the port that are located sea-
ward of the Texas coastal high water
mark. The license document will also in-
clude other Federal authorizations, par-

ticularly permits required by the Corps
of Engineers for work the applicant pro-
poses to do in navigable waters of the
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U.S. related to the proposed deepwater

port offshore facilities.

The draft EIS for the project has been
filed with the President's Council on En-
vironmental Quality and made available
to the public. The draft EIS and a copy
of the license application are available
for public inspection during normal
business hours at the following loca-
tions:

Commandant (G-WDWP/61), US. Coast
Guard, Room 6125, Nassif Building, 400
Seventh Street SW. Washington, D.C.
20590

Office of the Commander (mps), Eighth
Coast Guard District, Room 1341, Hale
Boggs Federal Building, 500 Camp St., New
Orleans, La. 70130

Freeport Public Library, 410 Brazosport
Boulevard, Freeport, Tex. 77542

Offices of the Galveston District, U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, 400 Barracuda, Galves~
ton, Tex. 77650

Any person desiring to appear and be
heard at this public hearing may do so.
Information and material relevant to
the issuance or denial of the deepwater
port license and other related Federal
authorizations is welcome. Interested per-
sons may submit briefs and oral argu-
ment at a time determined by the Pre-
siding Officer during the hearing. Per-
sons unable to attend the hearing or
those in attendance who wish to submit
supplemental information may do so0
within 15 daysafter the date of the hear-
ing at which time the hearing record
will be closed.

Persons planning to make hearing
presentations are encouraged to submit
their views, in writing, to the Comman-
dant, (G-WDWP/61), 400 Seventh
Street, S.W., Washington, DC 20590
seven days prior to the hearing, indicat-
ing for oral presentations the approxi-
mate amount of time required to make
their presentation. Time limitations may
be imposed by the Presiding Officer,
within his sole discretion, at any time
during the hearing. Organizations or
groups of individuals are requested to
limit their presentations to a single
speaker on behalf of the organization or
group.

Comments previously submitted in re-
sponse to a public notice issued by the
Galveston District Corps of Engineers on
February 23, 197¢ (Public Notice
SWGCO-RP, Permit Application 11183,
concerning project information of par-
ticular concern to the Corps) should not
be duplicated, in the interest of making
a clear record of this proceeding. Like-
wise, comment on the draft EIS already
submitted or intended to be submitted
in response to the usual EIS develop-
ment and processing procedures need not
be presented at the hearing.

A transeript will be made of the hear-
ing. This record will be available for
examination by interested persons dur-
ing normal business hours, at the ad-
dresses listed in the fourth paragraph of

this notice.

NOTICES

(88 Stat, 2134, 33 U.S.C. 1504(g));: 49 CFR
1.46)

Dated: April 15, 1976.

D. J. RILEY,
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Act-
ing Chief, Office of Marine
Environment and Systems.

|FR Doc.76-11678 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration -

[Docket No. IP76-2; Notice 2]
ADVANCE MIXER, INC.

Petition for Exemption From Notice and
Recall for Inconsequential Noncompliance

This notice denies the petition by Ad-
vance Mixer, Inc. of Fort Wayne, In-
diana, (“AMI") to be excused from the
notification- and recall requirements of
the National Traffic and Motor Vehicle
Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.) for a
noncompliance with 49 CFR 571.121,
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 121,
Air Brake Systems. The company has
applied on the basis that the noncom-
pliance is inconsequential as it relates
to motor vehicle safety.

Notice of the petition was published
on January 23, 1976, (41 FR 3501) and
an opportunity afforded for comment.

AMI manufactured 21 trucks between
March 1, 1975 and September 5, 1975,
that it concluded did not comply with
Standard No. 121. The noncompliance
“consists principally of the absence of
anti-skid equipment and smaller (4’
instead of 6°’) front axle brakes.” The
company’s arguments for inconsequen-
tiality may be summarized as follows:

1. The unique rear-engine, front-dis-
charge design of AMI’s trucks results in
stability in & panic stop, as the weight
shift is materially lessened by the design.

2. The trucks are geared for a top
speed of only 50 to 55 miles per hour,

3. The 700 trucks in service have expe-
rienced no difficulties in braking, and
their drivers have made no compliants,

4. Temporary exemptions granted
other manufacturers of front-discharge
concrete mixer trucks (Rite-Way of
Indiana Inc., Travel Batcher) represent
an implicit determination by NHTSA
that nonconforming trucks “would not
pose a consequential safety hazard to the
public arising from their braking char-
acteristics.”

5. The efficiency and reliability of anti-
skid equipment have been called into
question by numerous heavy vehicle
manufacturers and therefor its omission
on AMI’s trucks should not be termed
consequential,

Two comments were received on the
petition, from Oshkosh Truck Corpora-
tion, which opposed it, and from Rocket
Concrete Transport Mixer Company
which recommended a blanket exemp-
tion from Standard No. 121 for all front
load concrete mixer trucks if AMI's non-
compliance was found to be inconse-
quential,

The arguments by AMI have been con-
sidered and rejected. Oshkosh, whose
B series is similar to AMI's rear-engine
front-discharge concrete mixer truck,
contested AMI's opinion that vehicle sta-
bility is increased in a panic stop, and
stated that “the same brakes, suspen-
sions, axles and antiskid are required as
on a conventional mixer chassis to meet
the requirements of FMVSS 121.” The
argument that the trucks are geared for
a top speed of only 50 to 556 mph is not
relevant since all trucks whose maximum
speed is not less than 45 mph must meet
Standard No. 121. Nor does the agency
find convincing AMI’s argument that
anti-skid equipment is inefficient and
unreliable, Certain problems in service
have occurred on buses, but in general
the NHTSA has concluded that anti-lock
systems are sufficiently reliable and will
become more so, justifying their con-
tinued installation on air-braked vehicles
in satisfaction of the standard’s require-
ments for directional stability.

With respect to petitioner’s compeit-
tors who have obtained temporary ex-
emptions from Standard No. 121, it is not
true that these exemptions represent an
“implicit determination” that the non-
conformity is inconsequential as it af-
fects motor vehicle safety. Assuming for
the sake of argument that the net effect
upon traflic safety is the same, the Sec-
tion 123 exemptions mentioned imple-
ment the policy that the public safety
may under certain conditions be tempo-
rarily subordinated to the private eco-
nomic hardship of a manufacturer. On
the other hand, a determination of in-
consequentiality under Section 157 means
that the noncompliance concerned is so
minor in nature that in 'the agency’s
judgment, the public will suffer no dis-
cernible harm if it is not corrected. The
noncompliances with Standard No. 121,
described in the company’s petition for
temporary exemption as failure to mett
“stopping distances within the specified
lane, the prohibition against wheel lock-
up and the required dynamometer test
on brake assemblies,” cannot be termed
minor, AMI has not met its burden of
convincing this agency that these non-
compliances are inconsequential as they
affect motor vehicle safety, and its peti-
tion is hereby denied.

(Sec, 102, Pub. L. 93-492, 88 Stat. 1470 (15
U.S8.C, 1417); delegations of authority at 49
OFR 1.50 and 49 CFR 501.8)

Issued on April 19, 1976.

RoBERT L. CARTER,
Associate Administrator
Motor Vehicle Programs.

[FR Doc.76-117156 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am]

[Docket No. IP76-5; Notice 1]
TRAVEL EQUIPMENT CORP.

Petition for Exemption From Notice and
Recall for Inconsequential Noncompliance

Travel Equipment Corporation of
Goshen, Indiana, has petitioned to be
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exempted from the notification and re-
call requirements of the National Traffic
and Motor Vehicle Safety Act (15 U.S.C.
1381 et seq.) for an apparent noncom-
pliance with 49 CFR 571.302, Federal
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 302,
Flammability of Interior Materials, on
the basis that it is inconsequential as it
relates to motor vehicle safety.

At issue is the flammability of seat
cushion material used in 180 of the com-
pany’s 1973 model motor homes. This
forms the basis of NHTSA's investiga-
tory file, CIR 1077. The fabric was sub-
jected to four NHTSA compliance tests
in 1974 at two laboratories, and burned
at an average rate of 5.5 inches per min-
ute, 1.5 inch in excess of the standard's
permissible maximum burn rate of 4
inches a minufe. Travel Equipment
Company has submitted 18 test reports
on the fabric with no failures registered.
It argues that the noncompliance is in-
consequential because the material
smoulders but does not ignite in its real-
world state, i.e. when the cushion is in-
stalled. The company originally agreed
to replace the pillow case covers at no
cost to owners, and while it does not now
“absolutely reject a recall campaign”, 1t
believes that such “probably would not
provide any real increased protection to
vehicle owners”. Finally, there have
been no fires in the company’s motor
homes reported as attributable to seat
cushion materials.

This notice of receipt of a petition for
a temporary exemption is published in
accordance with Section 157 of the Na-
tional Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety
Act (15 U,S.C. 1417), and does not rep-
resent any agency decision or other
exercise of judgment concerning the
merits of the petition.

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit comments on the petition for exemp-
tion of Travel Equipment Corp. Com-
ments should refer to the docket number
and be submitted to: Docket Section, Na-
tional Highway Traffic Safety Admini-
stration, Room 5108, 400 Seventh Street
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590. It is re-
quested but not required that five copies
be submitted.

All comments received before the close
of business on the comment closing date
indicated below will be considered. The
application and supporting materials,
and all comments received are available
for examination in the docket both before
and after the closing date. Comments
received after the closing date will also
be filed and will be considered to the ex-
tent practicable. Notice of final action on
the petition will be published in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER.

Comment closing date: June 7, 1976.

(Sec. 3, Pub. L, 92-548, 86 Stat. 1159 (16
US.C, 1410); delegations of authority at 49
CFR 1.50 and 49 CFR 501.8)

Issued on April 19, 1976.
ROBERT L. CARTER,

Associate Administrator,
Motor Vehicle Programs.

[FB. Doc.76-11714 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

NOTICES

AMERICAN INDIAN POLICY
REVIEW COMMISSION

INVESTIGATION OF INDIAN HEALTH
Hearings

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the
provision of the Joint Resolution estab-
lishing the American Indian Policy Re-
view Commission (Pub. L. 93-580), as
amended, that hearings related to their
proceedings will be held in conjunction
with Commission Task Force No. 6’s in-
vestigation of Indian Health.

Hearings have been scheduled May 4,
1976, at the BIA Education Resource
Center, Room 56, 57, Window Rock, Ari-
zona and May 14 and 15 at the U.S. Post

Office Courthouse, 9th Floor, Room 923, -

Oklahoma City, starting all days at 9:00
a.m.,

The hearings in Window Rock, Arizona
on May 4 will hear testimony on the
health needs of Indians in the Navajo
area. The hearings in Oklahoma City on
May 14 and 15 will hear testimony on
the health needs of Indians in the bi-
state area of Kansas and Oklahoma.
These hearings are part of a series of
regional hearings being conducted across
the country by the Task Force.

The American Indian Policy Review
Commission has been authorized by
Congress to conduct a comprehensive re-
view of the historical and legal develop-
ments underlying the unique relationship
of Indians to the Federal Government in
order to determine the nature and scope
of necessary revision in the formulation
of policies and programs for the benefit
of Indians. The Commission is composed
of eleven members, three of whom were
appointed from the Senate, three from
the House of Representatives and five
members of the Indian community
elected by Congressional members.

The actual investigations are con-
ducted by eleven task forces in desig-
nated subject areas. These hearings will
focus on issues related to the studies of
Task Force No. 6’s investigation of In-
dian Health.

Dated: April 19, 1976.

KIRKE KICKINGBIRD,
General Counsel.
[FR Doc.T6-11716 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPOR-
TATION BARRIERS COMPLIANCE
BOARD

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON AN
ACCESSIBLE ENVIRONMENT

Public Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
Section 10(a) (2) of the Federal Advi-
sory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463),
that the first meeting of the National
Advisory Committee on an Accessible
Environment will be held on May 10-
11, 9:00 a.m,, at the Twin Bridges Mar-
riott Hotel, 333 Jefferson Davis Highway,
Arlington, Va.

The National Advisory Committee on
an Accessible Environment is estab-
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lished under the 1974 amendments to
the Rehabilitation Act. Pub. L. 93-516,
29 U.S.C. 792 ef. seq. The Committee is
established to provide advice, guidance,
and recommendations to the Architec-
tural and Transportation Barriers Com-
pliance Board in carrying out its func-
tions.

The meeting of the Committee shall
be open to the public. On the first day,
government spokespersons will discuss
current activities and plans of the Archi-
tectural and Transportation Barriers
Compliance Board. The proposed agenda
calls for the Committee to convene into
session at 2:30 p.m. to elect officers,
and approve the Committee’s FY 1977
budget. On the second day, the Commit-
tee will discuss its operating procedures,
and activities during the current calen-
dar year. It is also planned to have the
Architectural and Transportation Bar-
riers Compliance Board meet during the
second day.

Persons inferested in attending the
meeting should contact Mr. Michael H.
Albarelli, Special Assistant to the Execu-
tive Director, Architectural and Trans-
portation Barriers Compliance Board,
Mary E. Switzer Building, 330 C Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20201, telephone
(202) 245-1591.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on April
14, 1976.
JAMES JEFFERS,
Ezxecutive Director,

[FR Doc.76-11658 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

|Docket 27813, Agreement C.AB. 25775;
Order 76-4-50]

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT
ASSOCIATION

North/Central Pacific Passenger Fares

Issued under delegated authority April
12, 1976.

An agreement has been filed with the
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act)
and Part 261 of the Board’s Economic
Regulations between various air carriers,
foreign air carriers, and other carriers
embodied in the resolutions of the Traf-
fic Conferences of the International Air
Transport Association (IATA). The
agreement was adopted at a conference
held in Geneyva on March 31, 1976.

The agreement would establish North/
Central Pacific passenger fares from
May 1, 1976 through September 30, 1976,
and proposes a general three percent in-
cease in normal first-class and economy
fares, with the exception of normal fares
to/from Alaska which would remain at
status quo. All promotional fares would
be increased five percent.! The agreement
supersedes North/Central Pacific Agree-
ments C.AB. 25549 and C.AB 25571
which were approved by the Board in
Order 76-2-74 (February 20, 1976) but
which never became effective.

1 Neither the normal nor promotional fare
increases would apply to fares from Japan.

22, 1976
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" The purpose of this order is to estab=
lish procedural dates for the submission
of carrier justification In support of the
agreement and comments from inter-
ested persons. The carriers’ justifications
should be set out in the tabular format
suggested in Order 75-7-88 (July 17,
1975) ; historical data as reported to the
Board in Form 41 reports by functional
account for total transpacific services for
the year ended December 31, 1975, ad-
Jjusted to exclude market areas not cov-
ered by the agreement (e.g., South Pa-
cific) and all scheduled cargo and char-
ter operations pertaining to the North/
Central Pacific market so as to establish
the present economic status of scheduled
_passenger services in the North/Central

Pacific market areas covered by the-

agreement. The carriers will also be ex-
pected to include a forecast for the year
ending April 30, 1977 (the life of the
agreement), both including and exclud-
ing the increased fares for which ap-
proval is sought, The carriers are ex-
pected to allocate costs between the pas-
senger and cargo compartments of
scheduled passenger aircraft by the
“space method” stipulated by the Board
in its April 2, 1970 decision in Docket
18381, Nonpriority Mail Rates, (Orders
70-4-9 and 70-4-10) .*

| Northwest Airlines, Inc., a non-IATA
carrier, will be required to file data
similar fo that required of the IATA
carriers. As nofed in Order 76-2-74,
Northwest is, of course, under no obliga-
tion, per se to justify TATA agreements.
However, a full economic picture of U.S.
carrier operations in the area under con-
sideration is necessary for the Board to
be in a position to make a meaningful
evaluation in its disposition of the agree-
ment.

Accordingly, it is ordered that:

1. All United States air carrier mem-
bers of the International Air Transport
Association providing North/Central
Pacific combination service shall file,
within 15 calendar days after the date of
service of this order, full documentation
and economic justification for the fares
and related conditions embodied in the
subject agreement;

2. Northwest Airlines, Inc. shall file
within 15 calendar days after the date
of service of this order, data similar to
that required of the IATA carriers;

3. Comments and objections from in-
terested persons and parties shall be sub-
mitted within 15 calendar days after the
date of service of this order;

4. Replies to submissions received in
response to ordering paragraph 1 above
and replies to comments received pur-
suant to ordering paragraph 2 above
shall be submitted within 25 calendar
days after the date of service of this
order; and

5. Insofar as air transportation as de-
fined by the Act is concerned, tariffs im-

2In furnishing the data requested, each
earrier should provide complete explanatory
notes and supporting detall including sta-
tistical data to describe the methods used in
making the allocations.
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plementing the subject agreement shall
not be filed in advance of Board action
of the subject agreement.

This order-will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

By James L. Deegan, Passenger and
Cargo Rates Division, Bureau of Eco-
nomics.

[SEAL] Payiris T. KAYLOR,
Acting Secretary.

| FR Doc.76-11686 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|]

[Docket 26856, Order 76-4-88]
UNITED AIR LINES, INC.
Carriers’ Discount Fare Tariffs

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington D.C.
on the 19th day of April, 1976.

Acting upon a petition of United Air
Lines, Inc. (United), the Board in Order
74-10-49 directed the carriers to show
cause why they should not place expira~
tion dates on those discount fares not
then bearing an expiration date. The in-
tent was to provide the periodic reevalu-
ation determined necessary in the Dom-
estic Passenger-Fare Investigation
(Phase 5-Discount Fares) to ascertain
whether or not a particular discount-
fare program has proved profitable in
the past, and can be expected to continue
50 in the future.

Objections to that order were filed by
the Aviation Consumer Action Project
(ACAP), and Allegheny Airlines, Inc.
(Allegheny).! ACAP argued that the
Board’s directive would discourage the
establishment of new discount fares and
continuation of existing discount fares,
at a time when the carriers should be
encouraged to lower prices. Allegheny
contended that imposition of expiry
dates on pre-Phase 5 discount fares, on
a summary basis, would be tantamount
to a suspension of existing tariffs, which
is beyond the Board’s domestic stautory
power.

We believe that, as a matter of sound
ratemaking policy, all discount fares
should bear expiration dates so as to
encourage periodic review of those fares
While it is true that most discount fares
now do bear expiry dates, we believe it
appropriate to put all discount fares on
the same footing. Among other things,
requiring expiry dates may result in a
number of the older, little-used discount
fares being cleared from the tariffs as no
longer productive. This would serve the
purpose of fare simplification and facili~
tate consumer information programs on
fares remaining in force.

We note that only one air carrier, Al-
legheny, has objected to the basic in-
tent of the show-cause order on this
matter. Allegheny’s objection raises no
matters not previously considered in the

1 United Air Lines, Inc. also filed an objec-
tion limited to proposed expiration date for
individual tour-basing fares vis-a-vis the
peak summer season. The revised schedule
adopted herein eliminates United concern
by fixing all expiration dates after the com-
ing summer,

order o show cause, nor has it presented
any factual issues necessitiating a2
hearing. We are not persuaded that our
earlier directive was not within our
statutory power, or that the basic ration-
ale behind that decision is unreasonable,
The Board’s discount-fare policy deter-
minations set forth in the Phase 5 deci-
sion were clearly not intended to be as
narrowly circumscribed as Allengheny
contends; otherwise, their practical ef-
fect would be significantly diluted.

We view ACAP’s objection as essenti-
ally a misapprehension of the conse-
quences of our directive. Since there are
now only a small number of discount
fares which do not bear expiry dates, the
“burden” on the carriers which ACAP al-
leges will result from our directive is, in
our opinion, greatly exaggerated. More-
over, subsequent to our Phase 5 decision
the carriers have filed to extend a large
number of discount fares beyond their
initial term which indicates to us that a
discount fare worth extending can with-
stand periodic scrutiny. Finally, we
would observe that the requirement of
placing expiry dates on discount fares has
not deterred the carriers from proposing
many new types of discount fares as
m%enced by activity in this area during

Accordingly, we adopt the tentative
findings and conclusions set forth in
Order 74-10-49, except as follows. The
specific expiration dates set forth in
Show-Cause Order 74-10-49 have passed
and so are no longer appropriate. We will
therefore revise those dates as set forth
below, and will allow for exceptions con-
fined solely to the dates themselves.

Accordingly, upon consideration of the
foregoing, and all other relevant mat-

It is ordered that:

1. All scheduled certificated air car-
riers shall file tariff revisions on at least
30 days’ notice placing the following ex-
piration dates on discount fares appli-
cable to air transportation of persons
within the 48 contiguous states and the
District of Columbia not now bearing an
expiration date:

Expiration
Type of discount fare date *
(a) Group (tour-basing &
non-tour-basing) ... Sept. 30, 1976.

(b) Individual tour-basing. Oct. 31, 1976
(c) All other types of dis-

count fares not in-

cluded in (a) and (b)

BDOVO commo e Nov. 30, 1976,

* Carrlers are, of course, free to fix earlier
expiration dates than those indicated.

2. Exceptions to the dates set forth in
the preceding ordering paragraph may
be filed on or before the 10th day after
date of service of this order. If no excep-
tions are filed within said 10-day period,
ordering paragraph 1 shall become final
without further order of the Board. If
exceptions are filed within sald 10-day
period, further proceedings in connection
therewith shall be conducted in such
manner as the Board may deem appro-
priate; and
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3. Copies of this order be served upon
all scheduled certificated air carriers
providing air transportation within the
48 contiguous states and the District of
Columbia.

This order will be published in the
FEpERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board:

Prayrris T. KAYLOR,
Actling Secretary.

|FR Doc,76-11687 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

COMMITTEE FOR IMPLEMENTATION
OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS

COTTON TEXTILE PRODUCTS FROM
EL SALVADOR

Import Levels for Certain Cotton Textiles

APRIL 19, 1976.

On April 19, 1972, the United States
Government concluded a bilateral cotton
textile agreement with the Government

[SEAL]

of El Salvador concerning exports of -

cotton textiles and cotton textile prod-
ucts from El Salvador to the United
States over a five-year period beginning
on April 1, 1972, By an ex¢hange of
notes between the two governments,
dated April 10 and May 16, 1973, the
agreement was amended and extended
through March 31, 1979, Among the pro-
visions of the agreement, as amended
and extended, are those establishing
an aggregate limit for the 64 categories
and within the aggregate limit specific
limits on Categories 1/2/3/4, 9, 15, and 31
for the agreement year beginning on
April 1, 1976.

There is published below a letter of
April 19, 1976 from the Chairman of the
Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements to the Commissioner
of Customs, directing that the amounts
of cotton textiles and cotton textile
products in Categories 1/2/3/4, 9, 15, and
31, produced or manufactured in El Sal-
vador, which may be entered or with-
drawn from warehouse for consump-
tion in the United States during the
twelve-month period beginning April 1,
1976, be limited to the designated levels.

Even though the Governments of the
United States and El Salvador have not
vet reached agreement on a new bilateral
under the terms of the Arrangement Re~
garding International Trade in Textiles
done at Geneva on December 20, 1973,
the United States Government has de-
tided, in its implementation of the pres-
ent agreement, to provide all of the
liberalization provided under the Ar-
rangement. Accordingly, the levels of
restraint for the aforementioned cate-
gories are being increased by seven per-
cent for the agreement year beginning
on April 1, 1976.

The letter published below and the
actions taken pursuant thereto are not
designed to implement all of the pro-
Visions of the bilateral agreement, as
amended and extended, but are designed

FEDERAL

NOTICES

to assist only in the implementation of
certain of its provisions.

ALAN POLANSKY,

Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile
Agreements, and Depuly As-
sistant Secretary jfor Re-
sources and Trade Assistance,
U.S. Department of Com-
merce,”

COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF
TEXTILE AGREEMENTS

COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS,
Department of the Treasury,
Washington, D.C. 20229.
April 19, 1976.

DeAr Mr. ComMIsstoNER: Under the terms
of the Bllateral Cotton Textile Agreement of
April 19, 1972, as amended and extended,
between the Governments of the United
States and El Salvador, and in accordance
with the provisions of Executive Order 11651
of March 3, 1972, you are directed to pro-
hibit, effective on April 22, 1976 and for
the twelve-month period beginning on April
1, 1976, and extending through March 31,
1977, entry into the United States for con=-
sumption and withdrawal from warehouse
for consumption of cotton textiles and cotton
textile products in Categories 1/2/3/4, 9, 15
and 381, produced or manufactured in El
Salvador, in excess of the following levels of
restraint:

12-mo. levels

Category: of restraint
9y VT IR s S e pounds.. 435,966
g e L square yard.. 1,769,513
e e R s e e ey, do.... 1,179,675
BL LS s e e i numbers.. 1, 694, 935

In carrying out this directive, entries of
cotton fextiles and cotton textile products
in Categorles 1/2/3/4, 9, 15 and 31, produced
or manufactured in El Salvador, which have
been exported to the United States from El
Salvador prior to April 1, 1976, shall to the
extent of any unfilled balances, be charged
against the levels of restraint established for
such goods for the twelve-month period be-
ginning April 1, 1975 and extending through
March 31, 1976. In the event the levels of
restraint for that twelve-month period have
been exhausted by previous entries, such
goods shall be subject to the levels set forth
in this letter.

The levels of restraint set forth above are
subject to adjustment pursuant to the pro-
visions of the bilateral agreement of April
19, 1972, as amended and extended, between
the Governments of the United States and
El Salvador,

A detfalled description of the categories In
terms of TSUSA numbers was published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER on February 3, 1975 (40
FR 5010), as amended on December 31, 1975
(40 FR 60220).

In carrying out the above directions, entry
into the United States for consumption shall
be construed to include entry for consump=-
tion into the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.

The actions taken with respect to the Gov-
ernment of El Salvador and with respect to
imports of cotfon textiles and cotton textile
products from El Salvador have been deter-
mined by the Committee for the Implemen=
tation of Textile Agreements to involve for-
eign affairs functions of the United States.
‘Therefore, the directions to the Commis~
sioner of Customs, being necessary to the im-

plementation of such actions, fall within the
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forelgn affalrs exception to the rule-making
provisions of 5 U.8.C. 553. This letter will be
published in the FEDpERAL REGISTER,
Sincerely,
ALAN POLANSKY,
Chairman, Committee jfor the Im-
plementation of Textile Agree-
ments, and Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary for Resources and Trade
Assistance, U.S. Department of
Commerce.

[FR Doc.T6-11670 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON DEFINITION

AND REGULATION OF MARKET INSTRU
MENTS

Change in Agenda

Notice is hereby given of a change of
meetings of the Commodity Futures
Trading Commission Advisory Commit~
tee on Definition and Regulation of Mar-
ket Instruments scheduled to be held on
April 27 and 28, 1976, at the New Execu-
tive Office Building, 17th Street between
Pennsylvania Avenue and H Streets,
Washington, D.C., in Room 2008, begin~
ning at 9:30 a.m. each day, as stated in
the Federal Register of April 12, 1976
(41 F.R. 15362).

Only the Commodity Options Subcom-
mittee will meet on these days. The orig-
inal notice indicated the full Advisory
Committee would meet both days.

The amended agenda is as follows:

April 27 and 28, Commodity Options
Subcommitiee

The Subcommittee will seek to approve
its recommendations to the full Commit-
tee with respect fo commodity options
trading.

Dated: April 19, 1976.

Wirriam T, BAGLEY,
Chuairman, Commodity Futures
Trading Commission.

[FR Doc.76-11736 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

COUNCIL ON WAGE AND PRICE
STABILITY

PRICES IN THE PAPER INDUSTRY
Public Hearing

On March 30, 1976, the Council on
Wage and Price Stability announced its
intention to study prices in the paper in-
dustry. This FEDERAL REGISTER notice is
to announce the date, time, and place of
public hearings where interested parties
are invited to present their views on the
subject. .

The Council on Wage and Price Sta-
bility Act authorizes the Council to “re-
view and analyze industrial capacity, de-
mand, * * * and supply in various sec-
tors of the economy,” and to “monitor
the economy as a whole by acquiring as
appropriate, reports on wages, costs,
productivity, prices, sales, profits, im-
ports and exports.” See Section 3(a) of
the Council on Wage and Price Stability
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Act; 12 U.S.C. Section 1804 note. The
Council staff continually monitors price
behavior in important sectors of the
economy.

The Council is concerned that paper
product price increases have far out-
stripped increases in the Whclesale
Price Index in recent months. Likewise,
capacity utilization in the industry is
considerably higher than in the economy
as a whole. There has been concern
among economic analysts and industry
officials that future increases in capacity
will be inadequate to meet the paper
needs of a growing economy, and that
the result would be sharp increases in
the prices of paper and other goods.

The Council invites testimony at its
hearings on the following subjects: (1)
the behavior of paper prices in the recent
past; (2) the outlook for paper prices in
the future, and, particularly, the likeli-
hood of large price increases for particu-
lar products; and (3) the relationship
of paper prices to industry capacity, in-
cluding the adequacy of industry capac-
ity to meet future demands without large
price increases. Under the third head-
ing, the Council is particularly interested
in (a) the availability of new mill sites
with adequate resources of wood, water,
transportation, etc.; (b) access of paper
companies to equity and debt markets;
(¢) the effects of increases in new mill
costs; (d) the effects of uncertainty con-
cerning future prices; and (e) the effects
of poliution control regulations on in-
vestments, closures, and prices.

The hearings will be held on May 18,
1976 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 2008 of the
New Executive Office Building, 726 Jack-
son Place NW., Washington, D.C. 20506.
Any person wishing to present views at
this meeting should by May 10, 1976 sub-
mit his or her name, the nature of his
or her interest in the paper study, a sum-
mary of the views to be presented, and
the amount of time requested for presen-
tation to Mr. Morris Feilbusch at the
Council on Wage and Price Stability,
Room 4020, New Executive Office Build-
ing, 726 Jackson Place NW., Washington,
D.C. 20506, telephone (202) 456-6757.
Persons interested in observing, but not
participating, should contact Mr. Morris
Feibusch by May 14, 1976 to arrange for
building clearance. :

MicHAEL H. Mosgow,
Director.

|FR Do¢.76-11872 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am|

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
= COMMISSION
|Report No. 802]
COMMON CARRIER SERVICES
INFORMATION
Applications Accepted for Filing
APRIL 19, 1976.

By the Chief, Common Carrier Bureau,
The applications listed herein have
been found, upon initial review, to be ac-
ceptakle for filing. The Commission re-

serves the right to return any of these
applications, if upon further examina-
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tion, it is determined they are defective
and not in conformance with the Com-
mission’s Rules and Regulations or its
policies.

Final action will not be taken on any of
these applications earlier than 31 days
following the date of this notice, except
for radio applications not requiring a 30
day notice period (see §09(¢) of the
Communications Act of 1934) or as oth-
erwise noted. Unless specified to the con-
trary, comment-= or petitions may be filed
concerning any of these applications
within 30 days of the date of this notice.

In order for an application filed under
Part 21 of the Commission's Rules (Do-
mestic Public Radio Services) to be con-
sidered mutually exclusive with any
other such application appearing herein,
it must be substantially complete and
tendered for iiling by whichever date is
earlier: (a) the close of business one
business day preceding the day on which
the Commission takes action on the pre-
viously filed application; or (b) within
60 days after the date of the public no-
tice listing the first prior filed applica-
tion (with which the subsequent appli-
cation is in conflict) as having been ac-
cepted for filing. In common carrier ra-
dio services other than those listed under
Part 21, the cut-off date for filing & mu-
tually exclusive application is the close
of business one business day preceding
the day on which the previously filed ap-
plication is designated for hearing. With
limited exceptions, an application which
is subsequently amended by a major
change will be considered as a newly filed
application for purposes of the cut-off
rule. [See §1.227(b)(3) and 21.30(b) of
the Commission’s Rules. ]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,

VINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.
APPLICATIONS ACCEPTED FOR FILING

| SEAL ]

DOMESTIC, PUBLIC LAND MOBILE RADIO SERVICE

21760-CD-P-76, Mahaffey Message Relay, Inc.
(KUC870), C.P. to relocate facilities oper-
ating on 152.03 MHz to be located at 260
M¢t. Pleasant Road, Collierville, Tennessee.

21761-CD-P~(2)-76, Phone Depots, Inc. d/b
as Mobllefone Radio System (KEA254),
O.P. for additional facilities to operate on
152.21 and 454.350 MHz to be located at
a new site described as Loc. £5, 26 Misery
Road, Huntington, New York.

21762-CD-P-76, Salinas Valley Radio Tele-
phone Company (KMM694), C.P. for addi-
tional facilities to operate on 15224 MHz
to be located at a new site described as Loc.
#2, Fremont Peak, 10 miles N.E. of Salinas,
California.

21763-CD-P-76;, Salinas Valley Radio Tele-
phone Company (KMAS37), C.P. for addi-
tional facilities to operate on 152.18 MHz
to be located at a new site described as
Loc. #4, Fremont Peak, 10 miles N.E. of
Salinas, California,

21764-CD-P-76, Telpage, Inc, (KLF653), C.P.
to relocate facilities operating on 152.21
MHz to be located at 1576 Mt. Meigs Road,
Montgomery, Alabama,

21765-CD-P-176, Airsignal International of
Philadelphia Pennsylvania, Inc. (KGC223),
C.P, for additional facilities to operate on
35.22 MHz to be located at a new site de-

scribed as Loc, #8, 274 miles ENE of Bridge.
ton, New Jersey.

21766-CD-P—(2)-76, Telpage, Inc. (KLF653)
C.P. for additional facilities to operate on
152.06 and 152.15 MHz to be located at a
new site described as Loc. #2, 1576 Mt
Meigs Road, Montgomery, Alabama,

21767-CD-P-76, Professional Comms, Inc
(New), O.P. for a new station to operate
on 152.09 MHz to be located at 1.2 miles
SW of Oil City Limits, Oil City, Pennsyl-
vania.

21768-CD-P-76, Professional Communica-
tions, Inc. (New), C.P. for a new One Way
Station to operate on 158,70 MHz to be
located 1.2 miles 8W of Oil City Limits,
0Oil City, Pennsylvania,

21769-CD-AL—76, Mobilphone of Paris (John
A, Bearden) Consent to Assignment of Sta-
tion License from John A. Bearden d/b as
Mobilphone of Paris, Assignor, to Band
Communications, Incorporated, Assignee.
Call Sign: KUC921, Paris, Texas.

21770-CD-AL-76, John A. Bearden (Mobil-
phone of Nacogdoches) Consent to Assign-
ment of License from John A, Bearden
{Mobiiphone of Nacogdoches) Assignor, to
Band Communications, Incorporated, -
signee. Call Sign: KUD215, Nacogdoches
Texas.

21772-CD-AL-76, Byron W. White d /b a
Band Communications. Consent to Assign-
ment of License from Byron W. White
d/b/a Band Communications, Assignor to
Band Communications, Assignee. Station
KUS318, Jasper, Texas,

21773-CD-AL-T76, John A. Bearden d/b/a Mo-
bilphone of Clarksville. Consent to Assign-
ment of License from J. A. Bearden d,/b/n
Mobilphone of Clarksville, Assignor to
Band Communications, Incorporated, As-
signee. Station: EKWT902, Clarksville
Texas,

DOMESTIC PUBLIC LAND MOBILE RADIO SERVICE

21774-CD-AL—76, Byron W. White d/'b'a
Band Communications Consent to Assign-
ment of License from Byron W. White
d/b/a Band Communications, Assignor to
Band Communications, Incorporated, As-
signee, Station: KWT921, Sulphur Springs.
Texas.

21775-CD-AL-76, Byron W. White d/b/o
Band Communications Consent to Assign-
ment of License from Byron W. White
d/b/a Band Communications, Assignor 1o
Sally Beard d/b/a Athens Communica-
tions, Assignee. Station: KWT852, Athens,
Texas.

21777-CD-P~(2)~16, Garden Valley Tele-
phone Company (KGI280), C.P. to change
antenna system operating on 152.78 MHZ
and for additional facilities to operaie on
152.60 MHz located 2 miles NE of Lengby
Minnesota.

21778-CD-P-76, Contact, Inc. (EGAa807)
C.P. for additional facilities to operate on
43,58 MHz at Loc. #1: Blaustein Buillding
Charles and Fayette Streets, Baltimore
Maryland.

21779-CD-P-76, South Shore Radio-Tele-
phone, In¢. (KTS201), C.P. for additions
facllities to operate on 158.70 MHz located
at 2015 Bernice Road, Lansing, Illinois

21780-CD-P-(2)-76, Highland Telephone Co-
operative, Inc. (KIY465), C.P. to change
antenna system operating on 152.76 MHZ
and for additional facilities to operate ol
152.54 MHz located 1 mile SE Oneida, Ten-
nessee.

21771-CD-AL-76, Sally A. Beard Consent l<.'
Assignment of License from Sally A. Beard
Assignor, to Band Communications, In-
corporated, Assignee. Call Sign: KU0619,
Mt, Pleasant, Texas.,
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DOMESTIC PUBLIC LAND MOBILE RADIO
SERVICE

Corrections

21632-CD-P-76, United Telephone Company
of the Northwest (KONO24), Correct entry
previously shown on PN #799 dated March
20, 1976 to read as follows: C.P. for addi-
tional facilities to operate on 152.60 MHz
located at Burdoin Mtn,, 2.26 miles NE of
White Salmon, Washington.

21746-CD-P-76, B. and C. Mobile Communi-
cations, Inc, (KUO572), Correct frequency
to read 152.06 MHz instead of 152.60 MHz.
All other particulars to remain as reported
on PN #801 dated April 12, 1976.

RURAL RADIO SERVICE

60315-CR-P-76, Kenneth F. Fischer d/b/a
Sierra Communications (New), C.P. for a
new rural subscriber station to operate on
158,49 MHz located approximately 5 miles
WNW of Mule Creek, New Mexico.

POINT TO POINT MICROWAVE RADIO SERVICE:

3410-CF-P-76, American Telephone and Tele-
graph Company (KAHS89), 420 Third Ave-
nue South, Minneapolis, Minnesota. Lat.
44°58'39’* N., Long. 93°15'69’° W. C.P. to
change frequencies 3790.0H 3950.0V 4030.0V
MHz to 3810.0H 3970.0H 4130.0H MHz to-
ward Newport, Minnesota on azimuth
105.3°,

3411-CF-P-76, Same, (KAH88), 5 mliles NE of
Newport, Minneosta. Lat. 44°54’53" N.,
Long. 92°56’47"* W. C.P. to change fre-
quencies 3830.0V 3990.0V 4070.0V MHz to
3850.0H 4010.0H 4170.0H MHz toward Min-
neapolis, Minnesota on azimuth 285.6¢;
change 4010.0H 4170.0H MHz to 3990.0V
4070.0V MHz toward St. Paul, Minnesota on
azimuth 285.5°; and change 3830.0V MHz
to 3850.0H toward Red Wing, Minnesota on
azimuth 142.7°.

3412-CF-P-76, Same, (KAHS87), 3.5 miles
south of Red Wing, Minnesota. Lat. 4430’
45’ N, Long. 92°31°09'" W. C.P. to change
frequency 8870.0V MHz to 3810.0H MHz to-
ward Newport, Minnesota on azimuth
323.0°.

3413-CF-P-76, Same, (KVI50), 70 West 4th
Street, St. Paul, Minnesota. Lat, 44°56'38""
N, Long, 93°05'43"" W. C.P. to change fre-
quencies 3970.0H 4130.0H MHz to 3950.0V
4030.0V MHz toward Newport, Minnesota
on azimuth 105.4°.

3417-CP-P-76, Same, (KPP46), Mount Blyn,
1.6 miles SE of Blyn, Washington. Lat. 48°
00°23'* N., Long. 122°58°18'" W. C.P. to add
Irequency 3890.0H MHz toward Seattle,
Washington on azimuth 132.0°.

3418-CF-P-76, Same, (EPZ23), 1503 Third
Avenue West, Seattle, Washington. Lat. 47
37'58'" N., Long. 122°21'36’* W. C.P. to add
frequency 4010.0H MHz toward Mount
Blyn, Washington on azimuth 812.4¢,

3303-CF-P-76, Rio Virgin Telephone Com-
pany, Inc. (New), 240 W. Mesquite Blvd.,
Mesquite, Nevada. Lat. 36°48’15* N., Long.
114°04’08'* W. C.P. for a new station on fre-
quency 2162.0V MHz toward Mountain
Bell's new station at T.V. Peak, Utah on
azimuth 28.3¢,

340_8~CF—MP—76. RCA Alaska Communica-
tlons, Inc. (WAH392), off Richardson High-
way, Valdez, Alaska. Lat. 61°07'55’ N.,
Long. 146°20'08"” W. Mod. of C.P. to re-
locate transmit station and correct receive
Station data for frequency 21124V MHz
toward Valdez Terminal, Alaska on azi-
muth 210.3°,

3409-CF-MP-76, Same, (WAH393), Valdez
Terminal, 8.7 miles SSW of Valdez, across
Port Valdez, Alaska. Lat. 61°0506"° N.,
Long. 146°23'32'* W. Mod. of C.P. to change
coordinates and correct receive station data
for frequencies 6152.8H MHz toward Key~
Stone, Alaska on azimuth 93.9°, and 2162.4V
gglzz toward Valdez, Alaska on azimuth

°
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POINT TO POINT MICROWAVE RADIO SERVICE

3458-CFP-MP-T76, Wisconsin Telephone Com-
pany (KS085), 221 West Washington
Street, Appleton, Wisconsin. Lat. 44°15'-
45"" N., Long. 88°24’30"” W. Mod. of C.P,
to change frequency 61009V MHz to
6249.1V MHz toward Osborn, Wisconsin
on azimuth 9.1°; modify transmitters for
this frequency and also for 6338.1V 10995H
MHz toward Osborn.

3459-CP-MP-76, Same, (KS086), Osborn, 3.5
miles SW of Seymour, Wisconsin. Lat, 44°-
27°58"* N. Long. 88°21'47"* W, Mod. of C.P.
to change frequencles 62935V MHz to
6145.3V MHz foward Appleton, Wisconsin
on azimuth 189.1°, and 6249.1H MHz to
6100.9H MHz toward Green Bay, Wiscon-
sin on azimuth 79.5°; modify transmitters
for these frequencies and also for 6056.4V
11445H MHz toward Appleton, and 6011.9H
11325V MHz toward Green Bay.

3460-CF-MP-76, Same, (KS087), 205 South
Jefferson Street, Green Bay, Wisconsin:
Lat. 44°30°43’’ N., Long. 88°00'50"" W. Mod.
of C.P. to change frequency 6145.3H MHz
to 6293.6H MHz toward Osborn, Wisconsin
on azimuth 259.7°; modify transmitters
for this frequency and also for 6412.2H
108756V MHz toward Osbormn.

3461-CF-P-76, Southwestern Bell Telephone
Company (KRR60), Moreland, 11.5 miles
NE of Russellville, Arkansas. Lat. 35°24"-
08"’ N. Long. 92°69°39'" W. C.P. to add am-
plifiers to transmitters, increasing power
output and changing emission designator,
for frequencies 6241.7V 10835.0H MHz to-
ward Moreland Passive Reflector on azi-
muth 277.3°, and from Passive Reflector
toward Petit Jegn, Arkansas on azimuth
167.9°,

The following renewal applications for the
term ending February 1, 1981 have been
received:

Tex-Mex Communications S¢stems Corp.
7833-CF-R-76, KLM97, Boise, Texas
7834-CF-R~-T76, KLN75, Denver City, Texas
7835-CF-R~76, KLT71, Friona, Texas
7836-CF-R~76, KL'T72, Muleshoe, Texas

Union Telephone Company

7876-CF-R~76, KPV43, Urle, Wyoming

T877-CF-R-76, KPV44, Hickey Mtn. Wyo-
ming

7878-CF-R~76, KSV50, Manila, Utah

7879-CF-R~-76, WQPT4, Greendale, Utah

7880-CF-R-76, WQP75, Dutch John, Utah

7881-CF-R-76, WQP76, Grizzly Ridge,
Utah

POINT TO POINT MICROWAVE RADIO SERVICE:

1619-CF-P/L-76, RCA Global Communica-
tions, Inc, Territory of Grantee. (New),
C.P. and License for a new station on fre-
quency bands 3700-4200.0; 5925.0-6425.0;
10700-11700; 22000-23600 and 38600-40000
transmitters any type accepted.

8117-CF-P-T76, Ohio Bell Telephone Company
(New), 4310 Richmond Road, Warrensville
Township, Ohio. Lat, 41°26°27’N., Long.
81°80°09"'W. C.P. for a new station on
11305H towards Cleveland, Ohio on azimuth
203.5°.

3118-CF-P-76, Same, (New), 750 Huron Road,
Cléveland, Ohio. Lat. 41°29’53'N., Long.
81°41'12"'W. C.P, for a new station on
11175V towards VA Hospital, Ohio on azi-
muth 74.37°,

3287-CF-P-76, Capital City Telephone Co.
(KAL83), 1.0 mile North of Holts Summit,
Missouri. Lat. 38°39’37''N., Long. 92°07'22""
W. C.P. to replace transmitter and increase
emission designator and output power.

3326-CF-P-76, Wyoming Microwave (KPB65),
123 miles NNW of Bonneville, Wyoming.
Lat, 42°26'15"'N., Long. 107°59’47"'W. C.P.
to add 3810V towards Thermopolis, Wyo-
ming on azimuth 3820.8°.
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3394-CF-P-76, Southern Bell Telephone and
Telegraph Co. (WDD43), 3256 Gardenia St.,
West Palm Beach, Florida. Lat. 26°42'34"’
N., Long. 80°03’11"'W. C.P, to add 6345.5V
towards Loxahatchee, Florida on azimuth
263.9°.

3395-CF-P-76, Bame, (KJG23), 3.3 miles West
of Loxahatchee, Florida. Lat. 26°40’57"'N.,
Long. 80°19'45''W. C.P. to add 6093.5V to-
wards Belle Glade, Florida on azimuth
270.0°,

3396-CF-P-76, Same, (KJG22), 15256 SW Ave-
nue East, Blade Glade, Florida, Lat. 26°40°-
57'N., Long. 80°40’59"'W. C.P. to add
6286.2V towards Clewiston, Florida on azi-
muth 286.7%.

Eastern Microwave, Inc. (New), 2.5 miles SSW
of Womelsdorf, Pennsylvania. Lat. 40719’
25°'N., Lbng. 76°11’48"'W. C.P. to add
6182.4V, via power split, towards Lebanon,
Pennsylvania on azimuth 287.5°,

3405-CF-P-76, American Television & Com-
munications Corp., (WAT979), 3.5 miles
SE on Jack Mountain, Lynchburg, Virginia.
Lat. 37°20°13''N., Long. 79°08'12"'W. C.P.
to add 5945.2H & 6004.5H towards Dry Fork,
Virginia on azimuth 198.5 degrees and
5945.2V & 6004.5V towards Poor Mountain,
Virginia on azimuth 260.3°,

3406-CF-P-76, Same, (New), 12 miles SSW
of Salem, Virginia. Lat. 37°1187'N., Long.
80°09"25"'W. C.P. for a new station on
62120H & 62714H towards Martinsburg,
Virginia on azimuth 1554 degrees and
10935H & 110895H towards Roanoke, Vir-
ginia on azimuth 60.6 degrees; 10935V &
11095V towards Salem, Virginia on azimuth
37.2 degrees and 10935H & 11095H towards
Christiansburg, Virginia on azimuth 265.2°,

POINT TO POINT MICROWAVE RADIO SERVICE:

3415-CF-P-76, United Video, Inc. (WAH437)
5 mile SW of Jackson, Missouri. Lat, 87°
22'564"" N., Long. 89°47'22’* W. C.P. to cor-
rect coordinates to the foregoing and to
add 6226.9H, 6286.2H & 6345.5H towards
Sikeston, Missouri on azimuth 163.2°.

POINT TO POINT MICROWAVE RADIO SERVICE:

MAJOR AMENDMENTS

3194-Cr-P-76, Eastern Microwave, Inc.
(WDD72), Amends application to change
frequency to 61379V towards Hershey

NOC and change polarity to 6019.3V to-
wards Hershey NOC, Pennsylvania,

[FR Doc.76-11673 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

RADIO TECHNICAL COMMISSION FOR
MARINE SERVICES

Meetings

In accordance with Public Law 92—
463, “Federal Advisory Committee Act.,”
the schedule of future Radio Technical
Commission for Marine Services
(RTCM) meetings is as follows:

RTCM SC 69/FCC WARC-79 Advisory
Committee for Maritime Mobile Service, Sev-
enth Meeting, 1919 M Street NW., Washing-
ton, D.C., Room 847, 9:30 a.m. to 12:30 p-m,,
Tuesday, May 11, 1976,

AGENDA

. Call of the Agenda.

- Chairman’s Opening Remarks,

. Reports of the Task Forces.

- Review work to be accomplished.
Further Business,

. Set date for next meeting,

. Adjournment,

OO
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Charles Dorian, Chairman SC 69, COMSAT
General, 950 L'Enfant Plaza SW. Wash-
Ington, D.C. 20024, Phone: (202) 0554~
6829, Howard L. Peterson, Executive Secre-
tary.

To comply with the advance notice re-
quirements of Public Law 92-463, a com-~
paratively long interval of time oceurs
between publication of this notice and
the actual meeting. Consequently, there
is no absolute certainty that the listed
meeting room will be available on the
day of the meeting. Those planning to
attend the meeting should report to the
room listed in the notice. If a room sub-
stitution has been made, the new meet-
ing room location will be posted at the
room listed in this notice.

Agendas, working papers, and other
appropriate documentation for the meet-
ing is available at that meeting. Those
desiring more specific information may
contact either the designated Chairman
or the RTCM Secretariat. (Phone (202)
632-5490) ;

The RTCM has acted as a coordinator
for maritime telecommunications since
its establishment in 194%7. Problems are
studied by Special Committees and the

' final report is approved by the RTCM
Executive Committee. All RTCM meet-
ings are open to the public. Written
statements are preferred but by previous
arrangement, oral presentations will be
permitted within time and space limita-
tions.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
VinceNT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.76-11671 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am]

[sEAL]

STANDARD CONNECTING ARRANGE-
MENTS FOR REGISTERED PBX'S AND
KEY TELEPHONE SYSTEMS

Meetings
SPRIL 15, 1975.

In its First Report and Order in Docket
19528, 56 F.C.C. 2d 593 (1975), the Com~
mission established a registration pro-
gram designed to allow users of the na-
tionwide switched telephone network to
connect certain terminal equipment to
the network, provided that such equip-
ment complies with standards incorpo-
rated into the registration program to
protect the network from harm. This pro-
gram was made applicable both to equip~
ment provided by users and to equipment
provided by telephone companies,

Following Public Notice dated Janu-
ary 21, 1976, the Commission staff con-
ducted a series of meetings attended by
communication industry and Common
Carrier representatives to discuss stand-
ard plugs and jacks for connecting ter-
minal equipment (excluding PBX's and
key telephone systems) to the network.

Following these discussions a Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking in Docket 20774
was released by the Commission on
April 12, 1976 (FCC 76-319).

In light of the Second Report and
Order in Docket No. 19528, released

FEDERAL

NOTICES

March 18, 1976 (FCC T76-242), the Com-
mission now desired to similarly provide
for standards to accommodate the con-
nection of PBX’s and key telephone sys-
tems to the network.

To this end, meetings will be held, to
the extent necessary, at the Washington,
D.C. office of the Commission as follows:

Monday May 3, Room 8210, 2025 M
Street, NW.

Tuesday May 4, Room A-110, 1229 20th
Street, NW.

Thursday May 13, Room: 8210, 2025 M
Street, NW.

Priday May 14, Room 8210, 2025 M Street,
NW.

All meetings will begin at 9:00 a.m.

All parties attending these meetings
are expected to send competent technieal
personnel prepared to discuss all aspects
of connecting arrangements.

Any questions with respect to this
notice should be directed to William von
Alven on (202) 632-6440 or Frank Laden
on (202) 632-6430.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,

ViNCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.
[FR Doec.76-11872 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[SEAL]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
[Agreement No, 9450]

AUSTRALIA/EASTERN USA SHIPPING
CONFERENCE

Intent To Cancel

The Australia/Eastern USA Shipping
Conference (the conference), Agreement
No. 9450, as amended, covers the trade
from Australia, New Guinea and South
Sea Islands to U.S. Atlantic and Gulf
ports and ports in Puerto Rico and the
Virgin Islands. The Conference is domi-
ciled in Sydney, N.S.W., Australia.

By letter dated February 23, 1976,
Maritime Fruit Carriers Co. Ltd. filed
with the Conference its 30-day notice of
withdrawal from the Agreement to take
effect March 25, 1976. This action left
Refrigerated Express Lines (A’Asia) Pty.
Ltd. as the only remaining member of
the Conference.

In view of the fact the Conference and
its former participants are no longer en-
gaged in concerted activities under
Agreement No. 9450 requiring approval
pursuant to Section 15, Shipping Act,
18186, the Federal Maritime Commission
hereby serves notice that it intends to
cancel Agreement No. 9450, as amended,
the Australia/Eastern USA Shipping
Conference, effective May 12, 1976, un-
less a request for hearing on the matter
is received within that time.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: April 19, 1975.

Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

|FR Doe¢.76-11699 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

CERTIFICATES OF FINANCIAL
RESPONSIBILITY (OIL POLLUTION)

Certificates Revoked

Notice of voluntary revocation is here-
by given with respect to Certificates of
Financial Responsibility (Oil Pollution)
which had been issued by the Federnl
Maritime Commission, covering the ves-
sels indicated below, pursuant to Part
542 of Title 46 CFR and Section 311(p)
(1) of the Federal Water Pollution Con-
trol Act.

Certificate

No. Ouoner joperator and ves
‘01015 __ A/S Rederiet Odffell: Bouw Ek
01156... Ernst Jacob, Reeder & Schifls-
makler: Josef Stewing, Olga
Jacob.

01185__. Aksjeselskapet Kosmos: Jawacl: 11

01187-.. Skibsaktiecelskapet gylfe: Gimie

01330___ Shell Tankers (U.K.) Ltd.: Hin-
nites, Hemijusus.

01533... Oy Henry Nielsen AB: Nan Fung

01574._. Fearnley & Eger: Fernstate.

01854_ .. Southern Towing Co.: STC- 20181,
STC-2015, 8TC-2509.

01861.._ RBP Tanker Co. Lid.: Eritish Cur-
lew, British Confidence, Britisi
Lancer, British Gannef, British
Grenadier, British Captain.

02147._. Mathiasen’s Tanker Industrics
Inc.: Tampico.

02198 .. Penimsular & Oriental Steam Nuo-
igation Co.: Hertford.

02344 . Empresa Lineas Maritimas Argen-
tinas S.A.: Naviero, Rio Tercero
Livertad, Entre Rios, Horncro
Martnero, Rio Atuel, Fletero
Rio Gallegos, Rio Quequen, o
Lujan.

02363... Rederiet Oftto Danlelsen: Oflo
Dandelsen.

02492__. Interstate Ofl Transport Co.: CBEC
785.

02772... Phillips Petrolenm Co.: Philiips
California.

03081... United Maritime Co., Inc.: Hong
Kong Delegate.

03001 .. Universal Marine Corp.: Houg
Kong Grace, Hong Kong Amber,
Oriental Falcon, Hong Kong
Fair, Pacific Victory.

03003. .. United Overseas Marine Corp.
Hong Kong Beauty I.

03094._. Malaysia Marine Corp. Liberia:
Malayasia Success.

03271... Bea-Land Service, Inc.. Azaled
City.

03361... Naviera Ceresio S.A.: Sebastiano

08396... Rederl A/S Norse King: Norse
Carrier.

03476__. Nissin Kisen K.K.: Nichigo Maeru.

03484.__ Banko Kisen K.K.: Gekko Maru.

03510._. 'Takeda Eigyo K.K.: Genkai Maru
18.

03692... Marmac Corp.: WGH-11, WGH-9

09737 Interocean Shipping Co.: Lorenzo
Halooussi.

04041_.. Compania Peruana de Vapores
lio.

04136__. Thomas Marine Co.: GW-100.

04357.-.- Eoninklijke Nedlloyd BV
Banda.

04423 ___ Marcona Carriers Ltd.: Marconejo
Merchant.

04814.__ Naviera Panamericana S.A.: Do
Segundo Sombra.

04834___ Tidewater Barge Lines Inc.: Fos
IIr.

04076__. Gotass-Larsen SRIL.: Moriin
Fierro.

05047-__ PPG Industries Inc.: ETT 110,

05256_.. Crestwave Offshore Services, Inc.

Topper 11, Topper I.
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Certificate
No. Owner/operator and vessels
05437-.- Dow Chemical US.A.: DC-349,

DC-345, DC-346, DC-410, DC-
344, DC-343, DC-342, DC-348,
DC-341, DC-347, DC-340.

Sea-

05981_.. Seawise Foundations Ltd.:
wise University.

06077--- Shinwa Shosen K.K.: Kaki Maru
No. 3.

06558..~ Orient Overseas Container Serv-

j ices Inc. of Liberia: Oriental
Chevalier.

06921... Lee Lal Maritime S.A.: Chieh Teng.

06095... Novorosslisk Shipping Co.: Aps-
heron, Volgodon, Tallinn,
Grozny.

07141._. Miyagl Prefectural Government:
Miyagi Marw.

07580... Chinese Maritime Transport, Ltd.:
Hong Kong Surety, Oriental Rio.

07935--.. Independent Lighterage Co.: Con-
queror,

07880-.. Logicon, Inc¢.: CBC-130.

07964... Transocean Lines, Inc. Liberia:
Oriental Empress.

08086... “Fenice” S.P.A, Palermo: Fenice,
Punta Cervo.

08387-... Sure Hope Towing Co., Inc.: TM-
113.

08438... Lamant Shipping Co. Ltd. (of Cy-
prus) : Lamant.

08671... Excomm Ltd.: Excomm Merchant.

08717_.. Saint Thomas Maritime Co. Ltd.;
St. Thomas.

08928... Shibley Boats Panama, SA.:
Percheron.

08978... Caymen Island Vessels, Ltd.: Gul/-
rez.

09031._. Union Mechling Corp.: 354, 300,
345, 389,

00071... BASF Wyandotte Corp.: Star
Wyandotter.

09074_.. Zuito Shipping Co. Litd. Syuko
Maru.

09267._. Oy Enso-Chartering AB: Finreel,
Finnmaster,

00374___ International Ocean Transport

. Corp.: Massachusetts.
00406___" Greenville Steamship Corp.: Union

Friendship.
09539.._ Raymond - Kiewit - Tidewater, =a
Joint venture: Cheboygan,

Apache, Loretta.
By the Commission.
Francis C, HURNEY, :
Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-11698 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]
\
[Docket No. 76-14; Agreement No. 10116-1)

JAPANESE PORTS AND PORTS IN
CALIFORNIA, OREGON, AND WASHINGTON

Extension of Pooling Agreement in the East-
bound and Westbound Trades; Enlarge-
ment of Time
Upon request of counsel for respond-

ents, and good cause appearing, the filing

schedule in this proceeding is modified
as follows. Respondents memoranda of
law, affidavits of fact, and other mate-

rials shall be filed on or before May 17,

1976, Affidavits of fact and memoranda

of law shall be filed by Hearing Counsel,

petitioner, and interveners on or before

July 1, 1976. By the Commission.

[sEAL] Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretlary.

[FR Doc.76-11697 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

NOTICES

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[Docket No. RP76-82; RP73-77 (PGA76-3) |
ALABAMA-TENNESSEE NATURAL GAS CO.
Proposed PGA Rate Adjustment

APRIL 14,1976.

Take notice that on April 5, 1976, Ala-
bama-Tennessee Natural Gas Company
(Alabama-Tennessee), P.O. Box 918,
Florence, Alabama 35630, tendered for
filing as part of its FPC Gas Tariff, third
Revised Volume No. 1, Sixteenth Revised
Sheet No. 3-A and Alternate Revised
Sheet No. 3-A. These revised tariff
sheets are proposed to become effective
as of May 1, 1976.

Alabama-Tennessee states that the
sole purpose of such revised tariff sheets
is to adjust Alabama-Tennessee’s rates
pursuant to the PGA provisions of Sec~
tion 20 of the General Terms and Con-
ditions of its tariff to reflect increased
rates to become effective on May 1, 1976,
to be charged by its sole supplier, Ten-
nessee Gas Pipeline Company.

The revised tariff sheets provide for
the following rates:

16th Alternate
revised 16th
Rate selipdule sheot revised
No.3-A sheot
(ingents) No.3-A
(it cents)
G-1: .
b7 T (e e e oA $1.63 §2.32
Commodity 70,83 .67
8G-1: commodit ors 01.74 04.62
I-1:commodity.. - .- ... .. 85.10 79.67
Alabama-Tennessee also requests,

pursuant to Section 15451 of the Com-
mission’s Regulations, a waiver of the
thirty days notice requirement because
it did not receive Tennessee’s increased
rate filing upon which Alabama-Ten-
nessee's filing is based until April 2,
1976.

Alabama-Tennessee states that copies
of the filings have been mailed to all of
its jurisdictional customers and affected
State regulatory Commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20428,
in accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10), All
such petitions or protests should be filed
on or before April 28, 1976. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission and
are available for public inspection,

KEeNNETH F. PLUumMs,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11626 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]
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[Docket No, CI75-697]

AMOCO PRODUCTION CO.
Withdrawal

APRIL 14, 1976.

On March 29, 1976, Amoco Production
Company (AMOCO) filed a motion to
withdraw its Application for a Certificate
of Public Convenience and Necessity
filed on May 14, 1975 in the above-des-
ignated proceeding.

On March 25, 1976, Amoco terminated
its contract with Trunkline,

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
fo Section 1.11(d) of the Commission’s
Rules and Regulations, the withdrawal
of the above application shall become ef-
fective on April 29, 1976,

KeENNETH F. PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11819 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. ARB4-1, et al. and Docket No.
RP73-36 (Refunds) )

AREA RATE PROCEEDING (HUGOTON
ANADARKO AREA) AND PANHANDLE
EASTERN PIPELINE CO.

Notice of Filing

APrRIL 13, 1976.

Take notice that on August 1, 1975,
Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Company
(Panhandle) submitted for filing a plan
for the flow-through of refund amounts
received.

Panhandle states that on March 17,
1975, the Commission issued its Order
Directing Disbursement and Flow-
Through of Refunds in Docket No. AR-
64-1, et al. Ordering Paragraph (C) re-
quired that each purchaser submits
copies of a plan for the flow-through of
refund amounts received from Hugoton-
Anadarko producers and presently being
retained. This plan is submitted pursu-
ant to that ordering paragraph.

Panhandle states that a copy of its
filing has been served on each jurisdic-
tional customer and upon the appropri-
ate state regulatory commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said application should file a pe-
tition to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Sections 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before April 26, 1976.
Protests will be considered by the Com-
mission in determining the appropriate
action to be taken, but will not serve to
make protestants parties to the proceed-
ing, Any person wishing to become a
party must file a petition to intervene,
Copies of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

KenneTH F, PLuMms,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-11620 Filed ¢-21-76;8:45 am|
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[Docket No. RP76-11]
BACA GAS GATHERING SYSTEM, INC.
Deferring Date of Hearing

APRIL 16, 1976.

The hearing scheduled for April 22,
1976 by order issued October 10, 1975, as
most recently extended by notice issued
January 23, 1976 in the above-indicated
proceeding is deferred pending action by
the Commission on the settlement pro=-
posal filed on February 18, 1976, by Baca
Gas Gathering System, Inc.

KeNNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11638 Filed 4-21-76,8:45 am]

[Docket No. ER76-486]
BANGOR HYDRO-ELECTRIC CO.

Tender of Supplemental Data and Amended
Tariff Sheet

ApRIL 16, 1976.

Take notice that on April 8, 1976,
Bangor Hydro-Electric Company (Ban-
gor) tendered for filing supplemental
data intended to cure a deficiency in its
filing of January 31, 1976, and an amend-
ment to that filing, Original Sheet No. 3
(Third Revision), to reduce the Trans-
mission Service Rate from $20.00 to
$16.00 per kilowatt delivered to Bangor’s
system. -

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be flled on or
before April 28, 1976. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

KenNNeETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.
[FR Do¢.76-11653 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Dockét No. CS76-638, et al.]
BRANCH INVESTMENT CORP. ET AL.
Applications for *“Small Producer’
Certificates *

ApRIL 12, 1976.

Take notice that each of the Appli-
cants listed herein has filed an applica~-
tion pursuant to Section 7(c) of the
Natural Gas Act and §157.40 of the
Regulations thereunder for a “small pro-
ducer” certificate of public convenience
and necessity authorizing the sale for re-
sale and delivery of natural gas in inter-
state commerce, all as more fully set
forth in the applications which are on

1 This notice does not provide for consoli-
dation for hearing of the several matters

covered herein.
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file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to sald
applications should on or before May 5,
1976, file with the Federal Power Com-~
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti-
tions to intervene or protests in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10), All pro-
tests filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the ap-
propriate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties
to the proceeding. Persons wishing to
become parties to a proceeding or to par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing there-
in must file petitions to intervene in
accordance with the Commissions Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by Sections
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
all applications in which no petition to
intervene is filed within the time re-
quired herein if the Commission on its
own review of the matter believes that
a grant of the certificates is required by
the public convenience and necessity.
Where a petition for leave to intervene is
timely filed, or where the Commission on
its own motion believes that a formal
hearing is required, further notice of
such hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicants to appear
or he represented at the hearing.

KENNETH F, PLUMB,

¢ Secretary.
Dooket  Date filed Applicant
No.
COB76-633 Mar, 26,1970 Brench Investment Coll;r..
P.0. Box 218, Sprioghill,
La. 71075,
C876-651 ... ..do........ Howard M. Haher, P.O. Box
52246, Tulsa, Okla. 74152
C876-652 ... .do._...... Wing Corp., 1100 Milam Build-

ing, Suite 3440, Houston,
Tex. 77002.

Earl Fain [1T, 1830 First Na-
tional Bank Bullding, Dal-
las, Tex. 75202

CB76-653 Mar. 20,1076

C876-054 ..... Q0 e James Fain, 1800 Fidelity
Union Tower, Dallas, Tex.
75201,

CS76-055 ... MStisn Dennis L. Holt, P.O0. Box
5084, Borger, Tex. 70008,

C876-656 ..... [} T TO——— Mark Produetion Co., 330 Citl-

zens Bank Bullding, Tyler,
Tex, 756701,

Milton Royalty Co., 330 Citi-
zens Bank Bullding, Tyler,
Tex. 76701,

CB76-857 neoodiOiiieeen

CB76-858 ... 0........ Curis W. Mewborne, 330 Citi-
zeng Bank Bullding, Tyler,
Tex. 75701,

OB76-659 . ...c @0....-... Frances W. Hyde, 1011 Ridg-

lea Bank Bullding, Fort
Worth, Tex. 76116,

.. Montana-Dakota Royaity Co:
2770 Liberty Tower, Okla-
homa City, Okla. 78102,

OB76-661 ... do........ Maude P. Crawford, P.O. Box
007, Wichita, Xans. 67201,

CH76-602 - 30eeaasan Ruth Howe, P.O. Box
, Wichita, Kans. 67201

OR76-668 ... ST James L, Neptune, P.O. Box
997, Wichite, Kans, 67201,

CR76-604 - #0o..... Belmont 0ilCo.,210 Angelina

Building, Lufkin, Tex;
76001,

Docket Date filed Applicant
No.
CS76-665 ... do...... .. €. C. Bpikes, d.b.a. Bpikes
Gas Ofl Production Co.,
Farm Credit Bank

Buflding, Wichits, Xans,
67202,

CH76-066 Mar. 30,1076 C. Brodie Hyde, 1011 Ridg-
Jea Bank Building, Fort
Worth, Tex. 76116,

CS76-667 Mar. 81,1976 Jordan ©. Braun, 1121 Fldol-

ity Plaza, Oklahoma City,
Okla, 73102. -

[FR Doc.76-11441 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am)

[Docket No. CP74-268]

CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP. AND
NORTH PENN GAS CO.

Petition To Amend

APRiL 14, 1976.

Take notice that on March 31, 1976,
North Penn Gas Company (Petitioner)
76-80 Mill Street, Port Allegany, Penn-
sylvania 16743, filed in Docket No. CP74~
268 a petition to amend the order of
July 29, 1974 (52 FPC 232), issuing a
certificate of public convenience and
necessity in said docket pursuant to
Section 7(¢) of the Natural Gas Act by
deleting therefrom authorization for
Petitioner to construct approximately
15,450 feet of 6-inch and 400 feef of 8-
inch pipeline to connect 8 additional
wells for active storage, all as more fully
set forth in the petition to amend on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

By the order of July 28, 1974, Peil-
tioner and Consolidated Gas Supply Cor-
poration (Consolidated) are authorized
to construct and operate facilities for
further development of the Tioga Stor-
age Pool, Tioga County, Pennsylvania. In
the instant petition Petitioner states that
currently conducted back pressure tests
on its existing wells have disclosed that
the wells are capable of supporting the
injection and withdrawal rates required
by its agreement with Consolidated.
Petitioner states that it is neither neces-
sary nor desirable that Petitioner make
additional expenditures to connect the 8
additional wells at this time.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to sald
petition to amend should on or before
May 3, 1976, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, &
petition to intervene or a profest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Reg-
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the
Commission will be considered by it in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party to a

1The petition was initially tendered for
filing on March 81, 1076, however the fee re-
quired by Section 159.1 of the Regulations
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 159.1)
was not pald until April 7, 1976; thus, filing
was not ecempleted until the Iatter date.
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proceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file & petition
to intervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’s Rules.
KENNETH F, PLUuMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11622 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am]

[Docket No. ER76-151]

DELMARVA POWER AND LIGHT CO.
Further Extension of Procedural Dates

APRIL 16, 1976.

On April 6, 1976, Staff Counsel filed
a motion to extend the procedural dates
fixed by order issued October 31, 1975,
as most recently modified by notice is-
sued March 4, 1976, in the above-desig-
nated proceeding. The motion states that
there is no opposition to the proposed
dates.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that the procedural dates in the
above matter are modified as follows:
Service of Staff Testimony, April 29, 1976.
Service of Intervenor Testimony, May 86,

1976.

Bervice of Company Rebuttal, May 13, 1076,
Hearing, May 20, 1976 (10 am., edt.).

By direction of the Commission.

KEeENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11643 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am)
[Docket No. ER76-605]
THE DETROIT EDISON CO.
Cancellation of Rate Schedule

AprrIiL 16, 1976.

Take notice that on March 26, 1976,
The Detroit Edison Company (DE) ten-
dered for filing a Notice of Cancellation
of Rate Schedule FPC No. 4 consisting
of the Electricity Supply Agreement be-
tween The Detroit Edison Company and
Thumb Rural Electric Cooperative. DE
states that the effective date of the can-
cellation is April 27, 1976. DE states that
the rate schedule is being cancelled be-
cause it has become uneconomic. DE
states that it hopes a new agreement
will replace the prior agreement.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a peti-
tion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Sections 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1_.10.1. All such petitions or protests
snould be filed on or before May 4, 1976.
Protests will be considered by the Com-
mission in determining the appropriate
2ction to be taken, but will not serve to
make protestants parties to the proceed-
mg. Any person wishing to become a
party must file a petition to intervene.
Copies of this filing are on file with
the Commission and dre available for
public inspection.

KenneTH F. PLums,
Seeretary.

[FR D0c.76-11645 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

FEDERAL

NOTICES

[Docket No. RP72-6]
EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO.
Tariff Filing
AprIL 12, 19786.

Take notice that on February 23, 1976,
El Paso Natural Gas Company, (El
Paso), filed, pursuant to ordering Para-
graph (K) of the Commission’s Order
issued December 24, 1975, at Docket No.
RPT72-6, certain revised tariff sheets to
its FPC Gas Tariff, Original Volume
No. 1, Third Revised Volume No. 2 and
Original Volume No. 2A. Such sheets are
identified in the filing tendered by El
Paso.

On December 19, 1974, the Commission
issued its Opinion No. 697-A and accom-
panying order in the captioned proceed-
ing, which opinion and order, inter alia,
directed El Paso to (i) file revised tariff
sheets respecting El Paso’s effective in-
terim curtailment plan as modified and
clarified by the Commission’s Opinion
Nos. 697 and 697-A and (ii) file a report
showing base volume and end-use pro-
file information. On March 28, 1975, and
April 11, 1975, El Paso tendered for filing
and acceptance certain revised and
Original Tariff Sheets to its FPC Gas
Tariff, Original Volume No. 1, Third Re-
vised Volume No, 2 and Original Volume
No. 2A, in compliance with the Com-
mission’s directive. y

On December 24, 1975, the Commis-
sion issued its Order Clarifying Opinions,
Requiring Modification of Tariff Sheets,
and Establishing Hearing on Limited Is-
sue in the referenced proceeding. In said
order, the Commisison clarified its Opin-
ion Nos. 697 and 697-A and, among other
things, directed El Paso to revise certain
of the tariff sheets submitted in compli-
ance with Opinion No. 697-A. El Paso
states that the purpose of the instant
tender is to comply with the Commis-
sion’s directives prescribed by the said
December 24, 1975 order.

El Paso has submitted the instant
tariff filing designed to (i) revise the in-
dex of base volumes and index of pri-
ority limitations consistent with the
method of determination prescribed by
ordering Paragraph (C) and (E) of the
said December 24, 1975 clarifying order;
(il) provide an explanation of the opera-
tional limitations and application of the
unauthorized overrun penalty provision
under the proposed revised curtailment
plan consistent with ordering Paragraph
(D) of the said clarifying order; (iii)
submit additional data provided by
Southern California Gas Company sup-
porting storage injection volumes classi-
filed in Priority 2 in ecompliance with
ordering Paragraph (J) of the said clari-
fying order; and (iv) make certain minor
clarifications and corrections in various
provisions applicable under the proposed
revised curtailment plan, El Paso further
states that it retendered in their entirety
the tariff sheets included as a part of its
compliance filings of March 28, 1975 and
April 11, 1975 modified as required to
comply with the Commission’s directives
contained in said December 24, 1975
clarlfying order.
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El' Paso has requested an effective
date of May 1, 1976 for the revised cur-
tailment plan reflected on the tendered
tariff sheets, subject to any necessary re-
visions upon resclution of the remaining
issues as to (1) the environmental impact
of the curtailment plan and (iD) the ap-
propriate priority classification of vol-
umes of gas delivered for use as flame
stabilization and ignition fuel.

El Paso states that copies of the filing
have been served upon all parties of rec-
ord in Docket No. RP72-6 and, otherwise,
upon all of El Paso’s interstate transmis-
sion system customers and all interested
state regulatory commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protests with reference to said
tariff filing should, on or before April 21,
1976 file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426 a peti-
tion to intervene or protest in accordance
with the reguirements of the Commis-
sion’s Rules of Practice and Procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 and the Regulations
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR
157.10), All protests filed with the Com-
mission will be considered by it in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party in -
any hearing therein must file a petition
to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules. Copies of this filing
are on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

KenNNETH F. Prums,
Secrelary.

IFR Doc.76-11609 Flled 4-21-76;8:45 am ]

[Docket No. RP76-81]
EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO.
Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff

APRIL 16, 19786.

Take notice that El Paso Natural Gas
Company (“El Paso”), on March 31,
1976, tendered for filing proposed
changes in rates under special Rate
Schedules P-1 and F-3 to its FPC Gas
Tariff, Third Revised Volume No. 2. El
Paso states that the gas purchase agree-
ments comprising a part of said special
rate schedules provide for the sale of
natural gas at the wellhead to Michigan
Wisconsin Pipe Line Company in Dewey
County, Oklahoma. Such changes in-
volve increases in ratgs in accordance
with Section 2.56b of the Federal Power
Commission's General Policy and Inter-
pretations established by the Commis-
sion's Opinion No. 749, issued Decem-
ber 31, 1975, at Docket No. R-478 and
the pricing provisions of Article XI,
Paragraphs 1 and 2, and Article XIX of
Rate Schedules F-1 and F-3,

El Paso further states that Opinion
No. 749, inter alia, established a national
rate ceiling for gas flowing in interstate
commerce before January 1, 1973, of
23.5¢/Mcf at 14.73 psia, effective as of
January 1, 1976, subject to upward and
downward BTU adjustment, state and
federal production, severance or similar
taxes, and gathering allowances, where

22, 1976
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applicable. Opinion No. 749 also provided
for an increase in such flowing gas rate
to 29.5¢/Mcf, effective as of J 1, 1976,
subject to the aforementioned adjust~
ment,

El Paso states that the instant notice
of change in rates is being field pursuant
to Section 154.63(a) (3) of the Commis~
sion’s Regulations in order that: (i) the
rates charged under Rate Schedule F-1
effective as of January 1, 1976, and (ii)
the rates charged under Rate Schedule
-3 effective as of January 1, 1976, and
July 1, 1976, may be adjusted as pro-
vided for by the Commission's Opinion
No. 749 and Section 2.56b of the Commis~
sion’s General Policy and Interpretations
established by said opinion. El Paso also
submitted supporting schedules for the
proposed change in rates under Rate
Schedules F-1 and F-3, which schedules
indicate increased revenues from such
sales of $5.,534 and $1,232, respectively,
based on estimated sales volumes for the
twelve-month period succeeding the pro-
posed effective date of January 1, 1976.
El Paso also states that the further rate
Increase applicable to Rate Schedule F-3,
proposed 0 become effective July 1, 1976,
will increase revenues thereunder by an
additional $218, based on estimated sales
volumes for the twelve-month period suc-
ceeding July 1, 1976.

In connection with the instant notice
of changes, El Paso also tendered for fil-
ing and acceptance First and Second Re-
vised Sheet Nos. 1-D.1 to its FPC Gas
Tariff, Third Revised Volume No. 2. First
Revised Sheet No. 1-D.1 reflects the in-
creased rates proposed to be collected by
El Paso under Rate Schedules F-1 and
F-3, commencing on January 1, 1976.
Second Revised Sheet No. 1-D.1 reflects
the further change in rate under Rate
Schedule -3 proposed to become effec-
tive July 1, 1976.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to this
filing should, on or before April 30, 19786,
file with the Federal Power Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to in-
tervene or a profest in accordance with
the requirements of the Commission’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR
1.8 or 1,100 and the Regulations under
the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10).
All protests filed with the Commission
will be considered by it in determining
the appropriate action to be taken but
will not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party to a proceed-
ing or to participate as a party in any
hearing therein must file a petition to
Intervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’s Rules, Copies of this filing are

on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection,

EKENNETH F'. PLuMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-116850 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am]

NOTICES

[Docket No, RP76-50]
EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO.

Order Accepting for Filing and Suspending
Proposed Tariff Sheets, Subject to Con-
dition, Waiving Commission Regulations,
and Instituting Investigation

FEBRUARY 27, 1976.

At the bottom of page 1 on the above-
docketed order, please substitute the fol-
lowing revised Footnote 1:

i Seventeenth Revised Sheet No. 3-B and
Fourth Revised Sheet No, 63-C.5 to Original
Volume No. 1; Seventh Revised Sheet No. 1-D
and Fourth Revised Sheet No. 1-M.6 to Third
Revised Volume No. 2; and Ninth Revised
Sheet No. 1-C and Fourth Revised Sheet No,
T-MM.5 to Original Volume No. 24,

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

| FR Doc.76-11520 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|]

[Docket No. RP75-04]
GREAT LAKES GAS TRANSMISSION CO,
Settlement Conference

ApriL 13, 1976.

TFake notice that on May 20-21, 1976,
a conference to discuss the issues in the
above-captioned pipeline rate increase
proceeding will be convened, pursuant to
request of Great Lakes Gas Transmission
Company, at the offices of the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426.
The conference will convene at 10:00

a.m. The room number of such confer-*

ence will be posted with the schedule of
hearings on the Second Floor of the
Commission’s offices.

Great Lakes' April 9, 1976 letter re-
quest for such conference indicates that
a copy of such request was sent to all
parties to the subject proceeding.

Customers and other interested per-
sons will be permitted to attend, but if
such persons have not previously been
permitted to intervene by order of the
Commission, attendance at the confer-
ence will not be deemed to authorize in-
tervention as a party in the proceedings.

All parties will be expected to come
fully prepared to discuss the merits of
all issues concerning the lawfulness of
the proposed rate increase and any pro-
cedural matters preparatory to a full evi-
dentiary hearing or to make commit-
ments with respect to such issues and
any offers of settlement or stipulations
discussed at the conference,

Copies of this notice are being malled
this date to all parties to the proceeding,
all of the jurisdictional customers, and
all affected State commissions.

KenNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[|FR Doc.76-11611 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

[Docket No. E-9446)
GREEN MOUNTAIN POWER CORP.
Further Extension of Procedural Dates
APRIL 186, 1976,

On April 5, 1976, Staff Counsel filed a
motion to extend the procedural d.m
fixed by order issued June 13, 1976, a
most recently modified by notice issu »1
February 26, 1976, in the above-desig-
nated proceeding. The matter states that
all parties support the requested exten-
sion.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that the procedural dates in the
above matter are modified as follows:
Service of Stafl Testimony, June 8, 1976.
Service of Infervenor Testimony, June

22, 1976.

Service of Company Rebuttal, July 6,

19786.

Hearing, July 20, 1976 (10 am., e.d.t.).

By direction of the Commission.

KeNNETH F. PLuMs,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.76-11833 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

[Docket No. ES76-48)
GULF STATES UTILITIES CO.
Application
APRIL 14, 1976.

Take notice that on April 8, 1976, Gulf
States Utilities Company (Applicant)
filed an application, pursuant to Section
204 of the Federal Power Act, seeking
an order authorizing it to enter into a
Guaranty Agreement with the Trustee
guaranteeing payment of the principal
of, premium, if any, and interest on pol-
lution control revenue bonds to be issued
by the Parish of Iberville, State of Lou-
isiana, pursuant to an Indenture of Trust
to be entered into between the Parish and
a bank (to be selected) acting as Trustee,
The aggregate principal amount of such
revenue bonds to be the subject of the
Guaranty Agreement shall not exceed
$25,000,000.

Applicant is incorporated under the
laws of the state of Texas with its prin-
cipal business office at Beaumont, Texas
and is engaged in the electric utility
business in portions of Loul.sians\ and
Texas.

Pursuant to a Trust Indenture, the
Parish of Iberville will issue Bonds, the
proceeds of the sale of which will be used
to pay the cost of acquisition and con-
struction of a pollution control project
to be purchased from and resold lo the
Applicant.

Any person desiring to be heard or 0
make any protest with reference to said
application, should on or before May 7.
1976, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti-
tions or protests in accordance with the
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requirements of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice.and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8
or 1.10). The application is on file with
the Commission and available for public
inspection.
KeNNETH F. PLUMSE,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11631 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

|Docket No. G-2537]
INDIANA GAS CO., INC.
Application
APRIL 14, 1976.

Take notice that on March 25, 1976,
Indiana Gas Company, Inc. (Applicant),
1630 North Meridian Street, Indianap-
olis, Indiana 46202, filed in Docket No.
G-2537 an application ®* pursuant to Sec-
tion 1(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a
declaration of continuing exemption
from the provisions of the Natural Gas
Act- notwithstanding Applicant’s storage
of natural gas Central Indiana Gas
Company, Inc. (Central), all as more
fully set forth in the application on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

In Docket No, CP76-292* Panhandle
Eastern Pipe Line Company (Panhan-
dle) has filed an application pursuant
to Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act
for a certificate of public convenience
and necessity authorizing the transpor-
tation and delivery for one year of up to
10,000 Mecf of gas per day to Applicant
for the aceount of Central. Panhandle’s
application indicates that the gas would
be delivered to Applicant at the Craw-
fordsville delivery point for injection
into Applicant’s Wolcott storage field in
White County, Indiana. Further, Pan-
handle states in its application that the
stored gas would be redelivered to Cen-
tral through an arrangement whereby
Applicant would decrease its takes from
Panhandle under a gas sales contract
with Panhandle and that Panhandle
would transport and redeliver such vol-
umes to Central.

In the instant application Applicant
states that all of the natural gas deliv-
ered to Applicant would be received
within the State of Indiana and would
be ultimately consumed within the State
of Indiana. Accordingly, Applicant re-
quests that the exemption granted by
order issued September 15, 1954, in
Docket No. G-2537, 13 FPC 1373, pursu-
ant to Section 1(c¢) of the Natural Gas
Act be continued notwithstanding Ap-

! The application was initially tendered for
filing March 25, 1976, however, the fee re-
quired by Section 159.1 of the Regulations
under the Natural Gas Act, 18 CFR 159.1,
was not paid until April 7, 1976; thus filing
Was not- completed until the latter date.

*The pleading is styled “Petition of Indi-
&na Gas Company, Inc. to Intervene [in
Docket No. CP76-292] and Application for
Continued Exemption under Section 1(c) of
the Natural Gas Act [in Docket No. G-2637)".

mw:‘m published March 31, 1976, 41 FR
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plicant’s storage of natural gas for
Central.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to
said application should on or bhefore
May 7, 1976, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C, 20426, a
petition to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All pro-
tests filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the ap-
propriate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or to
participate as a party in any hearing
therein must file a petition to intervene
in aeccordance with the Commission’s
Rules,

KeENNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.76-11617 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Dacket No. ER76-589]

INDIANA & MICHIGAN ELECTRIC CO.
Tariff Change
ApriL 14, 1976.

Take notice that American Electric
Power Service Corporation (AEP) on
March 31, 1976, tendered for filing on
behalf of its affiliate, Indiana & Michigan
Electric Company (I & M), Modification
No. 9 dated March 24, 1976, to the Inter-
connection Agreement dated November 1,
1961, between I & M and Northern In-
diana Public Service Company (NIPS
CO), designated Indiana Rate Schedule
FPC No. 22.

AEP states that Section 1 of Modifica-
tion No. 9 provides for an increase in the
Demand Charge for Short Term Power
from $0.40 to $0.50 per kilowatt per week.
AEP states that since the use of Short
Term Power cannot be accurately esti-
mated, it is impossible to estimate the in-
crease in revenues resulting from the
Modification.

AEP states that NIPSCO was experi-
encing a ftemporary capacity shortage
and had need for said Short Term Power
on March 10, 1976, when delivery under
Modification No. 9 commenced. Accord-
ingly, AEP requests that Modification
No. 9 be permitted to become effective
as of March 9, 1976.

Any person desiring fo be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition to
intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on
or before April 26, 1976. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be tak-
en, but will not serve to make protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party must file a
petition to intervene. Copies of this fil-
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ing are on file with the Commission and
are available for public inspection.

KENNETH F. PLoMe,
Secretary.

[FR Doe.76-11632 Piled 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. ER76-608)
IOWA POWER AND LIGHT CO.

Amendment to Electric Interchange
Agreement

APRIL 16, 1976.

Take notice that Iowa Power and Light
Company (Iowa Fower) on April 12, 1976,
tendered for filing the First Amendment
to the Electric Interchange Agreement
between Towa Power and the City of In-
dianola, Iowa (now Indianola Water-
works and Electric Light and Power
Board of Trustees, hereinafter referred
to as “Trustees") dated December 18,
1975.

Iowa Power states that the First
Amendment extends the term of the In-
terchange Agreement between the par-
ties from 5 to 15 years; extends the ini-
tial period of commitment for the pur-
chase and sale of Base Load Power and
Energy from 5 to 10 years; and places a
maximum limitation on the amount of
output which Towa Power can take from
the Trustees’ gas-turbine generating
facility.

Iowa Power requests that the Commis-
sion waive its prior notice requirements
and accept this filing with a retroactive
effective date of December 18, 1975. Towa
Power states that copies of the filing have
been served upon the Iowa State Com-
merce Commission and the Trustees.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said application should file a pe-
tition to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North

‘Capitol Street, N.E.,, Washington, D.C.

20426, in accordance with Sections 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before May 7, 1976.
Protests will be considered by the Com-
mission in determining the appropriate
action to be taken, but will not serve to
make protestants parties to the proceed-
ing. Any person wiching tn become a
party must file a petition to intervene.
Copfies of this anplieation are on file with
the Commission and are available for
public inspection.
KeENNETH F. PLUMSE,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-11647 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am)

[Docket No. ER76-249]
LAKE SUPERIOR DISTRICT POWER CO.

Request for Further Waiver of Fuel Adjust-
ment Clause Conformity Requirements
AprriL 14, 1976.

Take notice that on March on March

26, 1976, Lake Superior District Power
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Company (Lake Superior) by Iletter
dated March 23, 1976 filed a request for
further waiver of the fuel adjustment
clause conformity requirements estab-
lished by the Commission in Order No.
517 in Docket No. R—4179 issued November
13, 1974. By letter order dated December
24, 1975, Lake Superior was granted a
three-month extension of the filing dead-
line to March'31, 1976.

Lake Superior now requests a waiver of
the conformity filing date until June,
19717, stating that it would be impractical
to file a new fuel clause now since the
company will make new rate filings in
June, 1977.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All
such petitions or protests should be filed
on or before May 12, 1976. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make protes-
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per-
son wishing to become & party must file
a petition to intervene. Copies of this fil-
ing are on file with the Commission and
are avallable for public inspection.

KeEnNNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-116168 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

| Docket No. ERT6-162]
LOUISIANA POWER & LIGHT CO.
Supplementary Filing
AprIL 14, 1976.

Take notice that on April 2, 1976,
Louisiana Power & Light Company
(LP&L) tendered for filing additional
data In response to the Secretary’s let-
ters dated October 29, 1975 and Decem-
ber 4, 1975, in the above-referenced
docket. The additional data submitted
by LP&L concerned calculation of the
Company’s incremental fuel cost and the
appropriateness of the various charges
for energy associated with Emergency
Assistance, Reserve Capacity, Supple-
mental Power, and Surplus Power.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E.,, Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on or
before April 26, 1976. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this
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filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

KeEnNNETH F, PLUMSB,
Secretary.

{FR D0c.76-11630 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. RP73-14, RP73-102, PGAT76-3a]
MICHIGAN WISCONSIN PIPE LINE CO.

Notice of Filing of Substitute Proposed
Tariff Sheet

Apgrin 12, 1976.

Take notice that Michigan Wisconsin
Pipe Line Company (Mich-Wisc), on
March 31, 1978, tendered for filing Sub-
stitute Thirteenth Revised Sheet No. 27F
and Substitute Alternate Thirteenth Re-
vised Sheet No. 27F to its FPC Gas Tariff,
Second Revised Volume No. 1 in lieu of
the tariff sheets tendered on March 16,
1976. Mich-Wisc states that the substi-
tute sheets, for which it requests an ef-
fective date of May 1, 1976, ar being filed
to reflect (a) the elimination of a pre-
viously expected PGA rate increase by
Northern Natural Gas Company, which
will not occur until subsequent to May 1,
1976; (b) the addition of a PGA rate
increase of Texas Gas Transmission Cor-
poration; and (¢) the correction of an
inadvertent double inclusion of an emer-
gency purchase.

Mich-Wisc states it has mailed copies
of its filing to its jurisdictional customers
as well as interested state commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on or
before April 19, 1976, Protests will be con-
sidered by the Commission in determin-
ing the appropriate action to be faken,
but will not serve to make protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become & party must file a
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing
are on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

KeNNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc¢.76-11612 Filed 4-21-76;8:456 am]

[Docket No, RPT1-168 (PGAT6-3) (Southern
System) ]

MIDWESTERN GAS TRANSMISSION CO.

PGA Filing Pursuant to Opinion Nos. 749
and 749-A

ApRIL 14, 1976.

Take notice that on March 31, 1976,
Midwestern Gas Transmission Company
(Midwestern) tendered for filing Thir-
teenth Revised Sheet No. 5 to Third Re-
vised Volume No. 1 to its FPC Gas Tariff.
Midwestern states that the sole purpose
of the revised tariff sheet, proposed to

be effective May 1, 1976, i1s to reflect an
increase in its Southern System rates
resulting from an increase filed by its
supplier, Tennessee Gas Pipeline, a Divi-
sion of Tenneco Inc, (Tennessee). Ten-
nessee’s increase, Midwestern states, was
bhased solely on increased purchased gas
costs resulting from the increased rates
for producers in accord with Opinion
Nos. 749 and 749-A,

Midwestern requests walver of Sections
1.2 and 1.3 of Aticle XVII of its FPC Gas
Tariff in order to make the revised tariff
sheet effective on May 1, 1976. Midwest-
ern states that the proposed efiective
date 1s in accord with Opinion No. 749-A
which specifically allows such PGA in-
creases to become effective on that date.

Midwestern states that copies of the
filing have been mailed to all of its juris-
dictional customers and affected state
regulatory commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capital
Street, N.E., Washington, D,C. 204286, In
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on
or before April 26, 1976. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection,

KeNNETH F, PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc¢.76-11628 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am|

[Docket No. CP76-325]

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE COMPANY OF
AMERICA
Application
ApRriw 14, 1976,

Take notice that on April 6, 1976, Naft-
ural Gas Pipeline Company of America
(Applicant), 122 South Michigan Ave-
nue, Chicago, Illinois 60603, filed in
Docket No. CP76-326 an application
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural
Gas Act for a certificate of public con-
venience and necessity authorizing Ap-
plicant to provide 5,910,005 Mecf of long-
term winter storage service fo certain
existing customers, all as more fully set
forth in the application on file with the
gommlsslon and open to public inspec-

on. \

Applicant states that it has entered
into transportation and storage agree-
ments with Michigan Wisconsin Pipe
Line Company (Michigan Wisconsin)
and Michigan Consolidated Gas Com-
pany (Consolidated), respectively, pro-
viding for long term transportation and
storage of 5,800,000 Mcf of natural gas
(Mcf at 1,000 Btu measured on & web
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basis, which approximately equals 5,
910,005 Mcf measured on a dry basis).
Applicant states further that these
agreements, which are the subject of
separate applications by Michigan Wis-
consin in Docket No, CP76-225* and
Consolidated in Docket No. CP76-254,°
would, in turn, enable Applicant to offer
5,010,005 Mef of long-term winter stor-
age service over the winter period of No-
vember through March to the follow-
ing customers: _

Share of
total winter
quantity
ustomer: (1,000 jt.»)
Associated Natural Gas Co
Ilinois Power Co
Towa Electric Light & Power
Co
Towa~-Illinols Gas & Electric Co.
Towa Power & Light Co
Towa Southern Utilities Co-._
Monarch Gas Co

667, 763
74, 353
39, 068

The Peoples Gas Light & Coke

0 i o T i i e s oot et b e 3,514, 264
Oity ‘of Perryville, Missouri__._ 18, 344
City of Spearville, Kansas___._ 1,421
United Cities Gas Co
Wisconsin Southern Gas Com-

pany, Inc

5,910, 005

The application states that to support
the proposed storage service, participat-
ing customers would provide to Appli-
cant volumes of natural gas from their
existing entitlements with Applicant
equivalent to all top gas and fuel gas
Applicant is required to deliver to
Michigan Wisconsin and Consolidated
under the agreements, which includes,
on an anpual basis, a winter contract
quantity of 5,800,000 Mcf, plus 5 per cent
of this winter contract quantity for use
as compressor fuel. Therefore, the stor-
ege service would not affect Applicant’s
annual gas supply, Applicant states. The
storage service would be offered for a
term of 15 years beginning March 1,
1976, and extending to April 1, 1991.

It is stated that the storage service
would be offered under Applicant’s Rate
Schedule MS-3, revised to reflect the
terms and provisions of the proposed
storage service. The proposed storage
service would be billed on a monthly de-
mand basis at a demand rate of 67.78
cents, based on costs incurred by Appli-
cant to provide the service, multiplied
by one-twelfth of the sum of the monthly
withdrawal guantities.

Applicant states that the proposal
would enable Applicant to provide win-
ter storage service for its customers for
the 1976-77 winter period and thereafter
and would permit Applicant’s eustomers
to hushand off-peak summer gas and
take delivery of their gas during the
high priority winter heating season.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before May 4,

* Notice published March 15, 1978 (41 FR
10857).

Q‘);;J)otice published March 8, 1076 (41 FR
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1976, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Reg-
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the
Commission will be considered by it in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party
in any hearing therein must file a peti-
tion to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by Sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to inter-
vene is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on its own re-
view of the matter finds that a grant of
the certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a petition
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion be-
lieves that a formal hearing is required,
further notice of such hearing will be
duly given. i

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

KenNeTH F. PLuMms,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11624 Flled 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No, RP71-126 (PGA76-5a) |
NATURAL GAS PIPELINE COMPANY OF
AMERICA

Revision of PGA Filing To Track Increases
Related to Opinion Nos. 749 and 749-A
and Supplier Rate Increases

APRIL 14, 1976.
Take notice that on April 8, 1976, Nat-
ural Gas Pipeline Company of America
(Natural) submitted for filing as part of
its FPC Gas Tariff, Third Revised Vol~
ume No. 1, the below listed substitute
tariff sheets, to be effective May 1, 1976:

Substitute Twenty-seventh Revised Sheet
No. 5

Substitute Second Revised Sheet No. 5A

Natural states the filing was made to
revise Natural's March 29, 1976 PGA fil-
ing to reflect the Alternate rates filed by
Colorado Interstate Gas Company (Colo-
rado) on March 24, 1976 in lieu of the
rates flled by Colorado on February 20,
1976. The Commission accepted Colo-
rado’s alternate filing to be effective
May 1, 1976 by letter order of March 31,
1976.

Natural states that this filing also
eliminates the estimated one month de-
ferred cost of the Colorado increase
which was included in Natural's PGA
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filing and corrects a transposition error
of 0.09¢ in the Base and Currently Effec-
tive Rates for Rate Schedule G-1.

The effect on the PGA current adjust-
ment as filed March 29 and the substitute
adjustment is shown below:

Current  Substitute
adjustment adjastment
as fled (i cents)

(in eents)

Producer suppliers. . ....... ...
Pipeline suppliers_ .
Surcharge adjnstient

Ttk s

Natural requested waiver of the Com-
mission’s regulations to the extent neces-
sary to permit the acceptance of the fil-
ing to become effective May 1, 1976.

Copies of this fiiling were mailed to
Natural’s jurisdictional customers and
interested state regulatory agencies.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said application should file
a petition to intervene or protest with
the Federal Power Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington.
D.C. 20426, in accordance with Section
1.8 and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before April 28, 1976,
Protests will be considered by the Com-
mission in determining the appropriate
action to be taken, but will not serve
to make protestants parties to the pro-
ceeding., Any person wishing to become
a party must file a petition to inter-
vene. Copies of this application are on
file with the Commission and are avail-
able for public inspection.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary,

[FR Doc.76-11627 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

NORTHERN ILLINOIS GAS CO.
[Docket No. G-10632]

Application

APRIL 14, 1976.

Take notice that on February 6, 1976,
Northern Ilinois Gas Company (Appli-
cant), P.O. Box 190, Aurora, Illinois
60507, filed in Docket No. G-10632 an
application * pursuant to Section 1(¢)
of the Natural Gas Act for a declaration
of continuing exemption from the pro-
visions of the Natural Gas Act notwith-
standing Applicant’s participation in a
scheme involving the transportation of

* The application was initially tendered for
filing on February 6, 1976, however, the fee
required by Section 159.1 of the Regulations
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 159.1)
was not paid until April 7, 1976; thus, filing
was not completed until the latter date.

*The pleading is styled “Petition of North-
ern Illinois Gas Company to Intervene [in -
Docket No. CP76-208] and Application for
Continuing Exemption under Section 1(¢c)
of the Natural Gas Act [In Docket No. G-
10632]."
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natural gas and the rescheduling of
deliveries of natural gas to assist Mid-
Continent Gas Storage Company (Mid-
Continent) in the development of the
Media Field, Henderson County, Iili-
nois, as a natural gas storaee facility, all
as more fully set forth in the application
on file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Applicant states that in Docket No.
CP76-208 Mid-Continent, a wholly-
owned subsidiary of Applicant, filed an
application * pursuant to Section 7(c) of
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of
public convenience and necessity au-
thorizing the acquisition, construction,
and operation of certain pipeline and
storage facilities necessary to develop
and operate the Media Field as an ac-
quifer natural gas storage reservoir. The
field and related equipment would be
acquired from Applicant at original cost
and Applicant would provide equity fi-
nancing and management services.

It is stated that Mid-Continent pro-
poses to construct 43.5 miles of 30-inch
pipeline to connect the Media Field with
the Amarillo pipeline of Natural Gas
Pipeline Company of America (Natural)
in Rock Island County, Illinois. When
the field would be developed to the pro-
posed operational level, Mid-Continent
would receive injection gas at and deliver
withdrawal gas for its customers' ac-
counts at the Roeck Island County inter-
connection. Mid-Continent’s customers
would be Northern Natural Gas Com-
pany, Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric Com-
pany, and Kaskaskia Gas Company.

The application states that Natural
presently delivers gas into the Mississippi
River District portion of Applicant's in~
trastate system which includes a distri-
bution main extending from Rock Island
County to a point 7.5 miles west of the
Media Field. In order to postpone in-
vestment by Mid-Continent in the 30-
inch pipeline, Applicant states, Appli-
cant has agreed that during the initial
testing period (estimated by Mid-Con-
tinent at approximately 30 months)
Applicant would transport gas from Rock
Island County to an interconnecting
point between Applicant’s distribution
main and a 10-inch pipeline to the
Media Field to be constructed by Mid-
Continent.

Further, Applicant states, it has agreed
that during the initial testing period it
would facilitate the delivery of test with-
drawal gas to Mid-Continent’s custom-
ers. It is said that most of the withdrawal
gas during this period would be delivered
by Mid-Continent into Applicant’s Mis-
sissippi River Districet distribution system
and used to serve the daily reauirements
of that system. In order to make equiva-
lent volumes of gas available to Mid-
Continent's customers, Natural would, on
each day withdrawals would be made,
reduce its deliveries to Applicant in Rock
Island County and increase deliveries to
Mid-Continent’s customers by an amount
equivalent to the withdrawal quantities
used by Applicant. It is stated that on

s Notice published January 30, 1876 (41 FR
4658).
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no more than five days during the .ini-
tial testing period would test withdrawal
quantities of gas exceed Applicant's daily
gas requirements for the Mississippl
River District. On those days, Applicant
states, a quantity of gas (estimated at no
more than 15,000 Mcf on any one day)
would be transported back through Ap-
plicant’s distribution main to Rock Is-
land County for delivery to Natural.
Natural would, in turn, deliver these vol-
umes to Mid-Continent’s customers by
displacement, the application states.

Applicant alleges that all of the gas to
be transported by Applicant would be
received within the State of Illinois and
that virtually all of the gas would be
consumed within the State of Illinois.
Further, Applicant states, the transpor-
tation and rescheduling arrangements
are for a limited term and would permit
Mid-Continent to undertake its initial
tests without first incurring the substan-
tial investments associated with the con-
struction of the 30-inch pipeline. The ap~
plication states that Applicant’s partici-
pation in the transportation and re-
scheduling arrangements are contingent
upon the Commission’s declaration that
Applicant’s existing exemption under the
Section 1(c) of the Natural Gas Act
would not be affected by its participation
in these arrangements and Applicant re-
quests that the Commission so find.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before May 5,
1976, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be considered
by it in determining the appropriate ac-
tion to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the pro-
ceeding. Any person wishing to become a
party to a proceeding or to participate as
a party in any hearing therein must file
a petition to intervene in accordance
with the Commission’s Rules.

KeNNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 76-11625 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RP76-52, et al.]

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.
The Filing of Revised Tariff Sheets
ArriL 14, 1976.
Take notice that on March 16, 19786,
Northern Natural Gas Company (North-
ern) filed with the Federal Commission
certain revised tariff sheets to its FPC
Gas Tariff, Third Revised Volume No. 1
to be effective September 26, 1976. The
revised tariff sheets consist of:
Substitute Fourth Revised Sheet Nos. 59,
59a, and 59b.
Substitute Second Revised Sheet Nos. b¢,
594, H0e, and 59T,
Substitute First Revised Sheet Nos. 59g,
59h, 591, and 59).
Original Sheet No. 59k.

On December 31, 1975, Northern had
filed with the Commission its proposed

REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 79—THURSDAY, APRIL

revisions of tariff sheets 59-59j. Said
tariff sheets constituted a revision of
Northern’s presently effective curtail-
ment plan. By order issued March 10,
1976, these tariff sheets were accepted
for filing and suspended for one day until
September 27, 1976.

Northern states that the placement of
deliveries pursuant to Rate Schedule
PL-1 (Pipe Line Service) in Priority
Category 2 was predicated on the as-
sumption that volumetric limitations
would be in effect on September 27, 1976.
Northern states that since no volumetric
limitations will be implemented by Sep-
tember, deliveries under PI.-1 should be
curtailed on an annual basis in accord-
ance with the provisions of a new Para-
graph 9.4. In addition Northern now pro-
poses to place “EG Plant Sales” made on
a firm basis in a new Priority (11A) of
Paragraph 9.2.

Northern requests that the new tariff
sheets be suspended for one day to be-
come effective on September 27, 1976, in
conformance with the Commission’s
order of March 10, 1976. In addition,
Northern requests such waivers of the
rules and regulations as are necessary,
particularly waiver of Section 154.66, to
:;Sgtére an effective date of September 27,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
revisions of Northern’s ftariff filing
should, on or hefore May %7, 1976, file
with the Federal Power Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to in-
tervene or a protest in accordance with
the requirements of the Commission’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure (18
CFR. 18 or 1.10) and the Regulations
under the Natural Gas Act (18 C.F.R.
157.10). All protests filed with the Com-
mission will be considered by it in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party to
the proceeding or to participate as a
party in any hearing therein must file
a petition to intervene in accordance
with the Commission’s Rules. Any person
who has previously filed a petition to
intervene or a notice of intervention in
this Docket number need not file again.

KenneTH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11623 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-9148]
NORTHERN STATES POWER CO.
Filing of Settlement Agreement
Aprrn 16, 1976.

Take notice that on April 8, 1976, 2
Settlement Agreement accompanied by &
Joint Motion To The Presiding Admin-
istrative Law Judge By Northern States
Power Company And Its Municipal
Customers For An Initial Decision, Or
To Certify Settlement Agreement To
Commission for Approval were filed
with the Commission. This settlement
agreement purports to resolve all issues
with regard to the company's filing of
December 2, 1974.
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Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8. 1.10). Al such
petitions or protests should be filed on
or before April 30, 1976. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in de-
terming the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene, Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

KEeENNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.
|FR Doc.76-11637 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. RP72-164 and RP74-72 (PGA
No. 78-3 and DCA No. 76-2) |
NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORP.
Order Granting Intervention
APRIL 15, 1976.

On February 13, 1976, Northwest Pipe-
line Corportion (Northwest) tendered
for filing a revised tariff sheet * reflecting
a rate decrease. Notice of Northwest'’s
tender was issued on February 20, 1976,
with protests and petitions to intervene
due on or before March 8, 1976, An un-
timely petition to intervene was filed by
Cascade Natural Gas Corporation (Cas-
cade) on March 10, 1976. Having re-
viewed the above petiton to intervene,
we believe that Cascade has sufficient
interest in these proceedings to warrant
intervention and that good cause exists
for permitting the late filing.

The Commission finds: The partici-
pation of Cascade in these proceedings
may be in the public interest and good
cause exists for permitting the late filing.

The Commission orders: (A) The
above-named petitioner is hereby per-
mitted to intervene in these proceedings
subject to the rules and regulations of the
Commission; Provided, however, that
participation of such intervenor shall
be limited to matters affecting asserted
rights and interests as specifically set
forth in the petition to intervene; and
Provided, further, that the admission of
such intervenor shall not be construed
as recognition by the Commission that it
might be aggrieved because of any order
or orders of the Commission entered in
this proceeding.

(B) The intervention granted herein
shall not be the basis for delaying or de-
ferring any procedural schedules hereto-
fore established for the orderly and ex-
beditious determination of this proceed-

ing.

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order to be made in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Commission,

[SEAL] KENNETH F, PLUMS,

Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11651 Piled 4-21-76;8:45 am]
—_————

_ ' Twelfth Reyised Sheet No, 10 to Original
Volume No. 1.

NOTICES

[Docket No, CP75-294]

NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORP.
Amendment to Application

AprIL 16, 1976.

Take notice that on April 7, 1976,
Northwest Pipeline Corporation (Appli-
cant), P.O. Box 1526, Salt Lake City,
Utah 84110, filed in Docket No. CP75-294
an amendment to its application filed in
said docket pursuant to Section 7(c) of
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of
public convenience and necessity au-
thorizing the sale for resale to, trans-
portation for, and exchange with Moun-
tain Fuel Supply Company of natural gas
from the Barrel Springs Area of Carbon
County, Wyoming, by which amendment
Applicant requests authorization to
transport and sell for resale to and to
exchange natural gas with Colorado
Inferstate Gas Company (CIG), all as
more fully set forth in the amendment
on file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Applicant states that it has under con-
tract a new source of gas supply in the
Barrel Springs Area with initial deliv-
erability estimated at 6,000 Mcf of gas
per day. The acreage committed to these
contracts is said to be approximately 92
miles from the closest point on Appli-
cant’s transmission system. Accordingly,
Applicant proposes to deliver the gas pur-
chased in the Barrel Springs Area at a
point on Western Transmission Cor-
poration’s pipeline in Carbon County for
transportation through existing facili-
ties and delivery to CIG at an existing
point of interconnection in Sweetwater
County, Wyoming. CIG would redeliver
gas to Applicant from the gas CIG cur-
rently purchases from Applicant at an
existing point of Interconnection with
Applicant in Carbon County. The ex-
change would be on a thermally equiv-
alent basis.

Applicant states that CIG would have
a continuing option to purchase up to 25
percent of the gas delivered by Western
to CIG. Applicant would charge CIG a
rate based on the average purchase price
paid by Applicant for all gas delivered to
Western for CIG's account plus Appli-
cant's full cost of service for transporf-
ing gas purchased by CIG. The initial
transportation cost is said to be 6.9 cents
per Mcf at 14.73 psia.

The amendment states that Applicant
would reimburse CIG for the transporta-
tion charge payable by CIG to Western
insofar as said transportation charge is
applicable to the gas delivered to Appli-
cant by CIG. The charge would be that
provided in Western's Rateé Schedule F,
which is said to be currently 9.0 eents per
Mef at 14.65 psia.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
amendment should on or before May 11,

' The amendment was initlally tendered
for filing on April 7, 1976, however, the fee
required by Section 169.1 of the Regulations
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 159.1)
was not paid until April 12, 1976; thus, fil-
Ing was not completed until the latter date.
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1976, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Regulations
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.-
10). All protests filed with the Commis-
sion will be considered by it in deter-
mining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party to
a proceeding or to participate as a party
in any hearing therein must file a peti-
tion to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules. Persons who have
heretofore filed petitions to intervene, no-
tices of intervention, or protests in the
instant docket need not file again.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.76-11644 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am)]

[Docket No. G-17136]
OLEUM INCORPORATLD, OPERATOR,
ET AL.

Relief From Refund Obligations Under
Opinion No. 595

APRIL 13, 1976.

Take notice that on March 29, 1976,
Oleum Incorporated, Operator, et al. (Pe-
titioner) F/T/A Trice Production Com-
pany (TPC), P.O. Drawer 2232, Long-
view, Texas 75601, filed a petition for
relief in Docket No. G-17136, from any
refund obligation imposed on it and its
co-owners under Order No. 595, as
amended. Petitioner states that the sup-
ply of gas from leases operated by TPC
subject to a contract became exhausted
and the wells thereon ceased to produce.
Petitioner alleges that the TPC bank-
ruptey may have ramifications that are
proper for the Commission to consider
in determining whether or not a refund
should be required of TPC. Also, after
bankruptcy on October 15, 1962, because
of the pending reorganization proceed-
ings no refunds were held against the
possibility of a refund. Additionally, nu-
merous royalty owners were paid. Peti-
tioner also states that to impose a re-
fund obligation on Petitioner will im-
pose a burden on Petitioner to repay
funds others received and which it can-
not recoup. Several co-owners are now
deceased and to recoup funds from their
estates or heirs may be practically and
technically impossible. In addition a
number of co-owners transferred their
interests before the wells were depleted
to different successors.

Petitioner requests that the Commis-
sion grant to it relief from any obliga-
tion to refund the price collected sub-
ject to refund; that this application be
disposed of in accordance with the short-
ened procedure provided for in Rule 1.32
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure, and in that case, Peti-

tioner requests that the infermediate de-
cision procedure be omitted and waives
oral hearings.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
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petition should on or before April 26,
1976, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a pe-
tition to intervene or a protest in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce-
dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any party wishing to be-
come a party to a proceeding; or to par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing
therein, must file a petition to interverne
in accordance with the Cemmission’s
Rules.

KenNETH F, PLUMB,
Secretary.

|FR Doc.76-11610 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RP76-102]
PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO.

Notice of Further Extension of Procedural
Dates

AprxiL 16, 1976.

On April 8 and 12, Panhandle Eastern
Pipe Line Company and the General
Service Customer Group respectively
filed motions to extend the procedural
dates fixed by order issued June 30, 1975,
as most recently modified by notice is-
sued February 18, 1976, in the above-des-
ignated proceeding.

The motions indicate that no party
objects to the requested extension.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that the procedural dates in the
above matter are modified as follows:
Service of Intervenor Rebuttal Testimony,

April 23, 1976.

Service of Company Rebuttal, April 80, 1876.
Hearing, May 10, 1876 (10 a.m., e.d.t.).

KeNNETH F, PLUME,
Secretary.

[FR Do¢.76-11636 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket: Nos. CI76-421 and CIT76-422]
PHILLIPS PETROLEUM CO.

Application for Permission and Approval
for Partial Abandonment of Sale

ApriL 16, 1976.

Take notice that on March 12, 1876,
Phillips Petroleum Company (Appli-
cant), 5 C4 Phillips Building, Bartles-
ville, Oklahoma 74004, filed an applica=-
tion for permission and approval for par-
tial abandonment of sale in Docket Nos.
C176-421 and CIT76-422, pursuant to Sec-
tion 7(b) of the Natural Gas Act and
Section 157.30 of the Commission’s Reg-
ulations. Applicant makes application for
permission and approyal to partially
abandon a sale under its FPC Gas Rate
Schedule No. 32 heretofore authorized in
Docket No. CIT6-421 of residue gas to El
Paso Natural Gas Company Hugoton
Ares, Moore County, Texas; and a sale
under its FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 399
heretofore authorized in Docket No.

CI76-422 of residue gas to Panhandle

NOTICES

Eastern Pipe Line Company (Pan-
handle) from Phillips’ Sneed Plant,
Moore County, Texas. Applicant states
that said application for partial aban-
donment deals with leases which are due
to expire at various times between March
and June, 1976. Phillips’ application ap-
plies to all of the seven leases involved
in the abandonment application filed by
Kerr-McGee on February 6, 1976, in Doc~-
ket No. G-2762, except for the Breyfogle
lease. Phillips seeks abandonment au-
thorization here with respect to the re-
sale by it of gas purchased from Kerr-
McGee which is involved in Kerr-Mc-
Gee’s abandonment authorization in

‘Docket No. G-2762 in the event.Kerr-

McGee receives such authority in that
case.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said

. petition should on or before May 10,

1978, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a pe-
tition to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con~
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any parfy wishing to
become a party to a proceeding, or to
participate as a party in any hearing
therein, must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
Rules.
Kennera F. PLoMB,
Secretary.

[FR D0c.76-11648 Filed 4-2-76;8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. ERT76-149, E-9537]

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF
INDIANA, INC.

Extension of Time

APrIL 14, 1976.

On April 7, 1976, Public Service Com-
pany of Indiana (PSI) filed a motion to
extend the time for filing supplemental
evidence pursuant to order issued March
19, 1976, in the above-indicated pro-
ceeding. Staff Counsel and the Inter-
venors do not object to the requested
extension.

Notice is hereby given that the time
for PSI to file supplemental evidence in
the ahove-indicated proceeding is ex-
tended from April 19, 1976 to and in-
cluding April 26, 1976.

KenNeETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doe.76-11618 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. ER76-308 and FER76-386]
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY, OF
NEW MEXICO
Filing of Stipulation and Agréement

Aprivn 15, 1976.

Take notice that on April 8, 1976, the
Public Service Company of New Mexico

(PSNM) tendered for filing a proposed
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Stipulation and Agreement of Settlement
in the above-captioned dockets intended
to resolve all of the issues raised therein.
The only other parties to this proceed-
ing, Community Public Service Company
and the Energy Research and Develop-
ment Agency, have executed the proposed
Agreement,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said settlement agreement should
file comments with the Federal Power
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, on or be-
fore April 26, 1976. Comments will be
considered by the Commission in deter-
mining ‘the appropriate action to he
taken. Copies of this agreement are on
file with the Commission and are avail-
able for public inspection.

EenNETH F, PLuwms,
Secretary.
|FR Doc.76-11649 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

[Docket No. ERT6-503]
PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS CO.

Order Accepting Revised Tariff Sheets for
Filing, Granting Waiver, and Ordering Re-
funds

APRIL 16, 1976.

TFor the reasons hereinafter stated, the
Commission by this order waives notice
requirements and accepts the revised tar-
iff sheets tendered herein for filing to be
effective November 1, 1975 and orders
refunds with interest of all revenues col-
lected under the gross receipts clause
since March 6, 1975, the effective date of
a New Jersey rule requiring such dis-
counts.

On February 5, 1976, Public Service
Electric and Gas Company (PSE&G)
tendered for filing a two-sheet revision
to Rate Schedules FPC No. 53 and 54,
applicable to the Boroughs of Milltown
& South River, New Jersey (Towns) re-
spectively, which rate schedules became
effective November 1, 1975, in Docket No.
ER76-156.

The stated purpose of the tendered re-
visions is to include language extending
to the customer municipalities discounts
equal to taxes paid by PSE&G on gross
receipts when sales are exempt from
such taxes under New Jersey law, as re-
quired by a rule adopted by order of
March 6, 1975, by the New Jersey state
Department of Treasury.

PSE&G requests waiver of notice re-
quirements so that the changes may be
permitted to become effective as of No-
vember 1, 1975, to coincide with the ef-
fective date of the mew rate schedule.

Public notice of the proposed tarifT re-
vision filing was issued on February 19,
1976 with protests or petitions to inter-
vene due on or before March 2, 1876, No
responses were received.

The Secretary, by letter dated March. 9,
1976, requested PSE&G to advise the
Commission why it was not appropriate
to make refunds from March 6, 1975, the
date the gross receipts tax exemption
rule was adopted, rather than from No-
vember 1, 1975. PSE&G responded by
letter dated March 15, 1976 (as corrected
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by letter dated March 19, 1976) that the
rate of returm earned during the fest
year ended June 30, 1975 was less than
that found to be reaspnable by the Com-
mission in Docket No. ER76-156. PSEXG
also argues that the November 1, 1976
date is supported by the Commission’s
Opinion No. 700, 52 FPC ____ (1974), in
the Metropolitan Edison Company case,
in which the Commission said that the
purpose of a fuel clause would be de-
feated if a revised fuel clause was re-
quired with a consequent refund that
would reduce a less than adeguate return
to an even lower level.

Commission review shows that the filed
tariffs of PSE&G since March 6, 1975
have included a factor in the fuel ad-
justment clause specifically reflecting the
effect of taxes based on gross receipts®
and that PSE&G has been collecting such
emounts accordingly, although, effective
March 6, 1875, its sales to municipalities
were exempt from such tax.

The Commission finds no merit in the
arguments advanced by PSE&G for lim-
iting the refund period to that commenc-
ing November 1, 1975. In its February 5,
1976 letter, counsel for PSE&G admits
that public notice of the proposed New
Jersey rule was issued on February 6,
1975. When the rule was adopted and
made effective on March 6, 1975, PSE&G
was no longer authorized to collect reve-
nues from the Towns under the gross
receipts tax clause contained i its filed
tariffs. The fact that it alleges a low
rate of return at the time does not over-
come ifs lack of authorization to collect
said amounts specifically premised on a
no longer effective gross receipts tax.
Accordingly, the Commission shall order
PSE&G o make refunds with interest of
all revenues collected from the Towns
under the gross receipts tax clause from
the date the proposed rule became effec-
tive on March 6, 1975. The Commission
shall waive the notice requirements and
accept the proposed tariff revisions for
filing to become effective November 1,
1975 in order to coincide with the effec-
tive date of the present rate schedules.

The Commission finds: (1) PSE&G’s
revised tariff sheets to its FPC Rate
Schedules No. 53 and 54 tendered for
filing on February 5, 1976 should be ac-
cepted for filing and waiver of the notice
requirement granted so that they be
made effective as of November 1, 1975,

(2) PSE&G should be required to make
refunds with interest at 9% per annum
fo the Towns of all amounts collected
from the Towns under the gross receipts
tax clause since March 6, 1975.

‘In pertinent part the fuel adjustment
clauses provide: “The adjustment factor for
tach 0.1¢ variation above or below 60.0¢ per
million Btu is 0.0012¢ (0.0011¢) per kilowatt
hour multiplied by a factor to reflect the
effect of taxes based on gross receipts and
multiplied by the ratio of total kilowatt
hours produced by Public Service in New
Jersey by fossil fuels to the total kilowatt
bours produced by Public Service in the
month for which eost was determined.

NOTICES

The Commission orders: (A) PSE&G's
revised tariff sheets téndered for filing
on February 5, 1976 are hereby accepted
for filing and waiver of the notice re-
quirements is hereby granted so that
the tariff sheets shall be eRective from
November 1, 1975.

(B) Within 30 days of the issuance
of this order, PSE&G shall make re-
funds to the Towns of- Milltown and
South River, New Jersey of all revenues
collected under the gross receipts tax
clause including interest thereon at 9%
per annum since March 6, 1975.

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order to be made in
the FeEpERAL REGISTER.

By the Commission.

Kenners F. PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Doe. 76-11634 Filed 4-21-76,8:45 am]

[searl

[Docket, No. E-5001]
ROCKLAND ELECTRIC CO.

Tender of Revised Tariff Sheets and
Request for Waiver

ArrrL 14, 1976.

Take notice that on March 5, 1976,
Rockland Electric Company (REC) ten-
dered for filing revised tariff sheets in
substitution for the tariff sheets submit-
ted on December 30, 1975, in the cap-
tioned docket. REC states that the pur-
pose of the instant filing is to reduce
the demand charge to its sole wholesale
customer, the Borough of Park Ridge,
New Jersey, from $3.535/KW to $3.533/
KW. REC states further that the reduc-
tion is consistent with the February 3,
1976 letter from the Commission’s Sec-
retary concerning this matter.

REC also requests waiver of the Com-
mission’s Regulations to permit the sub-
ject revised tariff sheets to be made
effective as of November 15, 1974. REC
states that a refund of $200.65, plus in-
terest, will be made to Park Ridge upon
approval by the Commission of the in-
stant filing.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All
such petitions or protests should be filed
on or before May 7, 1976. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene: Copies of
this filing are on file with the Commis-
sion and are available for public in-
spection.

EKeNNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

|[FR Doc.76-11615 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am)

16875

[Docket No. RP76-78]

SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.
Filing of Substitute Tariff Sheet
Aprin 16, 1976.

Take notice that Southern Natural
Gas Company (Southern), on April 2,
1876, tendered for filing a revised tariff
sheet to be substituted for a tariff sheet
filed on March 31, 1976, Southern states
that the purpose of the sheet is to reflect
the correct gathering allowance for the
Northern Louisiana area.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said application should file a pe-
tition to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Sections 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests should
be filed on or before April 30, 1976. Pro-
tests will be considered by the Commis-
sion in determining the appropriate ac-
tion to be taken but will not serve to
make protestants parties to the proceed-
ing. Any person wishing to become a
party must file a petition to intervene.
Copies of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection,

KENNETH F, PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11652 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

| Docket No. RP76-79]

SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.
Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff
APrIL 14, 1976.

Take noticé that Southern Natural
Gas Company, on March 31, 1976, ten-
dered for filing proposed changes in its
FPC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 3.
The proposed changes would increase
revenues from a field sale to United Gas
Pipe Line Company under Southern’s
Rate Schedule F-15.

The purpose of this filing is to add
Rate Schedule F-15, Original Sheet Nos.
454 through 495 and cancel Rate Sched-
ule F-1, Sheet Nos. 2 through 46W. Rate
Schedule F-1 expired by its own terms
and is to be replaced by Rate Schedule
F-15.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
agcordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on
or before April 30, 1976, Protests will be
considered by the Commission in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Coples of this
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filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

KeENNETH F, PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11621 Piled 4-21-76;8:45 am]

|Docket No. RP73-49 (Refunds)]
SOUTH GEORGIA NATURAL GAS CO.
Notice of Filing

Aprir 16, 1976.

Take notice that on April 9, 1976, in
accordance with Section 14 of the Gen-
eral Terms and Conditions of South
Georgia Natural Gas Company’s (South
Georgia) FPC Gas Tariff, Original Vol-
ume No. 1, South Georgia tendered for
filing a report of refunds made to each
lof its jurisdictional customers. South
Georgia states that the refunds reflect
the amounts received from Southern
Natural Gas Company which South
Georgia is obligated to refund.

South Georgia states that a copy of the
report of refunds has been served on each
of its customers.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said application should file a peti-
tion to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, N.E.,, Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Sections 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before May 3, 1976.
Protests will be considered by the Com-
mission in determining the appropriate
action to be taken, but will not serve to
make protestants parties to the proceed-
ing. Any person wishing to become a
party must filc a petition to intervene.
Copies of this application are on file with
the Commission and are available for
public inspection.

KENNETH F, PLUMB,
Secretary.

(FR Doc. 76-11635 Flled 4-21-76;8:46am]

[Docket No. RP73-48 (PGA 76-4) |
SOUTH GEORGIA NATURAL GAS CO.
Revision to Tariff

APRIL 16, 1976.

Take notice that on April 13, 1976
South Georgia Natural Gas Company
(South Georgia) tendered for filing
Nineteenth Revised Sheet No. 3A to
Original Volume No. 1 of its FPC Gas
Tariff.

South Georgia states that the above
sheet represents a rate change under its
PGA Clause for the purpose of tracking
a rate increase filing made by Southern
Natural Gas Company on April 13, 1976.
The instant filing will increase South
Georgia's jurisdictional rates by $1,095,-
828. An effective date of May 1, 1976 is
proposed,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said application should file a peti-
tlon to intervene or protest with the
Federal Power Commission, 825 North

Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.

FEDERAL

NOTICES

20426, in accordance with Sections 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure. (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before May 7, 1976.
Protests will be considered by the Com-
mission in determining the appropriate
action to be taken, but will not serve to
make protestants parties to the proceed-
ing. Any person wishing to become a
party must file a petition to intervene.
Copies of this application are on file with
the Commission and are available for
public inspection.

KeENNETH F, PLUMB,
Secretary.
[FR Doc.T6-11640 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Project No. 405]
THE SUSQUEHANNA POWER CO.

Application for Use of Project Lands and
Waters

ApRrIL 16, 1976.

Public notice is hereby given that on
February 27, 1976, application was filed
under the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C.
§§ 791a-825r) by the Philadelphia Elec-
tric Power Company and The Susque-
hanna Power Company (Correspondence
to: Edward G. Bauer, Jr., Esq., Eugene J.
Bradley, Esq., 2301 Market Street, Phila-
delphia, Pennsylvania 19101) for use of
project lands and waters for constructed
Conowingo Project No. 405, located on
the Susquehanna River, in Harford and
Cecil Counties, Maryland, and York and
Lancaster Counties, Pennsylvania,

Philadelphia Electric Company in-
tends to construct two additional cooling
towers at its Peach Bottom Atomic Sta-
tion located upstream of the Conowingo
Project No. 405. The two cooling towers
are being constructed to meet the cool-
ing water discharge requirements set
forth by the U.S. Environmental Protec-
tion Agency and the State of Pennsyl-
vania. In order to convey condenser cool-
ing water to the additional towers it
would be necessary to locate 1,450 feet
of 15-foot diameter submerged pipe on
the river bed of the Conowingo Reservoir
within the boundary of Project No. 405.
The pipe would rest on a base of approx-
imately 15,000 cubic yards of crushed
rock on a 20-foot wide strip of river bot-
tom approximately 15 feet below the sur-
face at normal pond elevation (108.5 feet
above M.S.L.). The cooling towers would
not.be constructed on project lands.

The Susquehanna Power Company
and the Philadelphia Electric Power
Company, joint Licensees of the Cono-
wingo Project No. 405, stated that the
operation of the two additional cooling
towers by Philadelphia Electric Company
will not increase the rate of water with-
drawn from the Conowingo Reservoir,
but will result in an increase in the maxi-
mum consumptive use of water from 38
cfs to 55 cfs.

Any person desiring to be heard or fto
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before May 14,
1976, file with the Federal Power

Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a

petition to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 C.F.R. § 1.8 or § 1.10), All pro-
tests filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the ap-
propriate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding.. Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or to par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein
must file a petition to intervene in ac-
cordance with the Commission’s Rules.
The application is on file with the Com-
mission and is available for publi¢c in-

" spection.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained In and conferred

- upon the Federal Power Commission by

Sections 308 and 309 of the Federal Power
Act (16 U.S.C. § 825g, § 825h) and the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure, specifically Section 1.32(b) (18
C.F.R. § 1.32(b)), as amended by Order
No. 518, a hearing may be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no issue of substance
is raised by any request fo be heard, pro-
test, or petition filed subsequent to this
notice within the time required herein.
The applicant or initial pleader has re-
quested that the shortened procedure of
Section 1.32(b) be issued. If an issue of
substance is raised, further notice of
hearing will be given.

Under the shortened procedure herein
provided for, unless otherwise advised, it
will be unnecessary for applicant or ini-
tial pleader to appear or be represented
at the hearing before the Commission.

KENNETH F, PLUMSB,
Secretary.
| PR Doc,76-11642 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-8130]
SWANTON VILLAGE, VT.

Order Terminating Permit To Maintain
Facilities at the international Border

ApriL 15, 1976.

On July 26, 1948, the Village of Swan-
ton, Vermont was issued a Presidential
Permit in Docket No. E-6130 to operate,
maintain, and connect electric transmis-
sion lines between the United States and
Canada. The electric lines are described
as (1) “one 3-phase wood-pole line oper-
ating nominally at 13,200 volts * * '
and (2) “two single-phase wood-pole
lines, each operating nominally at 2,300
Yolig e e

The Commission was advised by letter
dated June 13, 1961, that Swanton was
still serving a few customers in Canada
and was discussing the possibilities of
exchanging power with Southern Canada
Power Company. Swanton made no fur-
ther disclosures of the results of the dis-
cussion or the continued use of the lines.
However, Swanton indicates thaf the
lines authorized by the Permit have been
removed and Swanton would have 10
objection to termination of the Permit
by the Commission.

The Commission finds: It is necessary
and appropriate for the purposes of the
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Federal Power Act and Executive Order
No. 10485, dated September 3, 1853, that
the above-mentioned Presidential Permit
be revoked and the Village of Swanton
be directed to remove any facilities au-
thorized thereby; al as hercinafier
ordered.

The Commission orders: (A) The au-_
thorization heretofore granted to the Vil-
lage of Swanton, Vermont to maintain
facilities at the international border,
United States and Canada, as referred
to above, hereby are terminated and
revoked.

(B) The Village of Swanton, Vermont,
within 30 days from the issuance of this
order, shall remove all faciilties which
it heretofore maintained at the interna-
tional border pursuant to the above-men-
tioned Presidential Permit which have
not been removed by it heretofore.

By the Commission.

[sEavL] Kexners F. PLums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11654 Tiled 4-21-76;8:45 am|

[Docket No. RP75-56]
TEXAS GAS PIPE LINE CORP.
Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff
ApriL 14, 1976.

Take notice that Texas Gas Pipe Line
Corporation (TGPLC), on April 8, 1976,
tendered for filing proposed changes in
its FPC Gas Tariff First Revised Volume
No. 1, First Revised Sheet No. 4a. The
proposed ¢hanges would adjust the rates
TGPLC charges its resale customers,
Texas Eastern Transmission Corporation
and Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation, in accordance with the
Stipulation and Agreement filed in the
above proceeding on December 17, 1875,
and as that Agreement was approved in
the Commission’s Order Approving Set-
tlement issued March 29, 1976 in the
same broceeding. In accordance with the
Agreement and Commission Order, the
tariff changes would be effective Au-
gust 10, 1975. TGPLC says that this tariff
sheet filing is in compliance with order-
ing paragraph (B) of the above-
described Commission Order.

TGPLC states that copies of its filing
were served upon the Company's juris-
dictional customers.

Any person desiring -to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E,, Washington, D.C. 204286, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
betitions or protests should be filed on or
before April 28, 1976. Protests will be con-
sidered by the Commission in determin-
Ing the appropriate action to be taken,
but will not serve to make protestants
barties to the proceeding. Any person
Wishing to become a party must file a
betition to intervene. Copies of this filing

NOTICES

are on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

KennerH F. PLUME,
2 Secretary.
[FR DocT6-11C14 Piled 4-21-76;8:45 am|

[Docket No. RP76-84]
UNITED GAS PIPE LINE cO.
Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff
APRIL 16, 1976.

Take notice that United Gas Pipe Line
Company (United), on April 9, 1976, ten-
dered for filing proposed changes in its
FPC Gas Tariff, PFirst Revised Volume
No. 1 and Original Volume No. 2, The
proposed changes are based on the
twelve-month period ending Decem-
ber 31, 1975, as adjusted, and would in-
crease jurisdictional sales and trans-
portation revenues by $20,955,847.

United states that the proposed rate
increase is necessary to permit it to re-
cover its jurisdictional cost of service for
the test period of twelve months ended
December 31, 1975, as adjusted. The cost
of service reflects increases in all levels
of eost except gas costs which are re-
flected in the cost of service on the basis
of the average unit cast of gas purchased
as contained in United’s PGA rate
change effective January 2, 1976. United
also states that its jurisdictional sales
volume for the test period has declined
56.4 million Mcf from the volumes in-
cluded in United’s last rate increase fil-
ing at Docket No. RP75-109.

United states further that copies of
the filing have been served upon United’s
jurisdictional customers and the public
serviee commissions in the states of
Alabama, Florida, Louisiana and Mis-
sissippl, and the Texas Railroad Com-
mission.

Any person gesiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE., Washington, D.C, 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8-and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on ox
before April 28, 1976. Protests will be con-
sidered by the Comumission in determin-
ing the appropriate action to be taken,
but will not serve to make protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party must file a
petition to intervene. Copies of the filing
are on file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection.

KenneEre F. PLuMs,
Secretary.
[FR Doc76-11646 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. ER76-608)
VERMONT ELECTRllgc POWER COMPANY,

Filing of Rate Schedule

Arrin 16, 19786.

Take notice that on April 9, 1976, the
Vermont Electric Power Company, Inc.

16877

(Vermont) tendered for filing the fol-
lowing Rate Schedule:

“Purchase Agreement for the sale of 1,248
kilowatts (KW) capacity and related energy
from an electric generating facility in Bow,
New Hampshire, owned and operated by the
Public Service Company of New Hampshire,
designsted as “Merrimack No. 2" by the
Vermont Electric Power Company, Inc. to
the Braintree (Massachusetts) Electric
Light Department, dated as of March 1,
1976,

Vermont states that service under the
proposed Rate Schedule is to commence
at 11:59 p.m. on March 31, 1976, and
therefore requests a waiver of the notice
requirements of the Commission’s Regu-
lations to permit an effective date of
April 1, 1976.

Any person desiring to be-heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE,, Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All
such petitions or protests should be filed
on or hefore April 30, 1976. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in de-
termining the appropriate-action to be
taken, but will not serve to make protest-
ants parties to the procceding. Any per-
son wishing to become a party must file
a petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

KenNETH F, PLUmE,
Secretary.

¥R Doc,76-11641 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

[Docket No. CS71-542, et al.)
W. C. MCBRIDE-SILURIAN OiL CO.,
ET AL,

Findi and Order After Statutory Hearin,
Issuing Small Producer ates
Public Convenience and Necessity

Marcr 24, 1976.

Pltllge 4, line 16: Change *“fully” to
“fallv,

Appendix page 6, Docket No. CS76-
281: Change filing date from “11-1-75"
to*11-10-75".

Appendix page 6, Docket No. CS76-
301: Under Applicant Celumn delete
“Patricia Joyce James, dba™

Appendix page 6, Docket No. CS76-
303: Under Applicant column add “Pa-
tricia Joyce James, dba™

Kenvera F. PLums,
Secretary.
[FR Doe.76-11613 Piled 4-21-76;8:45 am|

[Docket No. ER76-52]

WESTERN POWER DIVISION, CENTRAL
TELEPHONE & UTILITIES CORP.

Order Denying Rehearing

APRIL 16, 1976.
On March 19, 1976, the Kansas Mu-
nicipal Defense Group (Municipals),
constituting the twenty-one wholesale
muniecipal customers of the Western
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Power Division, Central Telephone &
Utilitlies Corporation (Western Power),
filed a “petition for clarification and re-
hearing” of the Commission’s order of
February 20, 1976, in this proceeding.
For the reasons hereinafter stated, we
shall deny such application for rehear=
ing.

The subject proceeding involves a rate
increase filing initially tendered by West~
ern Power on August 29, 1975, The filing
was found deficient and was subsequently
completed on January 22, 1976 by the
submission of revised test year data.
Public notice of the August 29 filing was
issued on September 10, 1975, with pro-
tests and petitions to intervene due on
or before September 18, 1975. Public no-
tice of the January 22 filing was issued on
February 6, 1976, with protests and pe-
titions to intervene due on or before
February 17, 1976. On February 20, 1976,
the Commission issued an order (1) ac-
cepting and suspending the proposed
rates for one day until February 23, 1976,
(2) rejecting that portion of the rate
based upon the inclusion of CWIP in rate
base, (3) permitting Western Power to
file additional evidence with regard to
income tax normalization, (4) denying
various motions to reject, (5) granting
interventions and (8) establishing hear-
4ing procedures.

Municipals seek clarification and re-
consideration of the Commission’s Feb-
ruary 20, order in that such order failed
to consider Municipals’ second pleading
of February 17, 1976. Municipals filed two
pleadings each entitled *‘Protest, Petition
to Intervene, Motion for Summary Judg-
ment, and Motion to Reject Rate Filing
or Alternatively for a Five-Month Sus-
pension Thereof”. The first pleading
which was specifically discussed in our
February 20 order, was filed on Septem-
ber 18, 1975, in response to Western
Power’s August 29 filing. The second
pleading was filed on February 17, 1976,
in response to the January 22 filing.

In its February 17 pleading, which
closely parallels the September 18 plead-
ing, Municipals moved for summary re-
jection of Western Power's filing for al-
legedly utilizing an impermissible cap-
ftalization in its return, for inclusion of
construction work in progress in rate
base, for utilization of income tax nor-
malization and for inclusion of an arbi-
trary, onerous nominated billing demand
provision which has no cost justification.
Municipals also sought summary dispo-
sitlon of the filing insofar as it includes
alleged illegal exclusive dealing and re-
sale limitation provisions. In the alterna-
tive Municipals protested the proposed
rate change and requested that the Com-~
mission suspend the rates for the full
five-month statutory period, set the mat«
ter for hearing and permit Municipals
to Intervene.

In the application for rehearing
Municipals request that the February 17
pleading be considered by the Commis-
sion and that the relief sought therein
be granted. The February 20 order spe-
cifically considered and denied the relief
sought by Municipals’ September 18
pleading. Insofar as that pleading is

NOTICES

similar to its February 17 pleading, and
based on further review the Commission
believes that to the extent not granted
in our February 20 order, the relief re-
quested in Municipals' February 17
pleading should be denied. Municipals’
application for rehearing raises no issues
of fact or law not considered before, or
being herein considered to justify grant-
ing rehearing of our February 20 order,

The Commission finds: (1) Except to
the extent granted in our February 20,
1976 order, the relief requested -in
Municipals’ February 17, 1976 pleading
should be denied.

(2) Municipals’ application for re-
hearing raises no issues of fact or law
not considered before, or being consid-
ered herein, to warrant granting rehear-
ing of our order of February 20, 1976.

The Commission orders: (A) Except
to the extent granted in our February 20,
1976 order, the relief requested in Munic-
ipals’ February 17, 1976 pleading is here-
by denied.

(B) Municipals’ application for re-
hearing is hereby denied.

(C) The BSecretary shall cause the
prompt publication of this order in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] KeNNETH F. PLUMS,
Secretary.

[FR Do00.76-11630 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-9198]
WISCONSIN POWER AND LIGHT CO.
Order Approving Settlement Agreement

Aprin 12, 1976.

On December 30, 1974, Wisconsin Pow~
er and Light Company (Wisconsin) ten-
dered proposed changes In its W-2 and
W-3 Electric Tariff, Wholesale For Re-
sale. A supplemental filing in response to
a deficlency letter was submitted on Jan-
uary 20, 1975. By order issued Febru-
ary 19, 1975, the Commission accepted
the proposed rate increase for filing as
of January 20, 1975 and permitted it to
become effective subject to refund on
February 21, 1975. Intervention was
granted to five cooperative customers
(Cooperatives) and to the Municipal
Wholesale Group (Municipals); and a
hearing was ordered.

The rate increase was rejected insofar
as 1t would have applied to service to six
municipal customers under confracts re-
citing fixed rates which cannot be modi-
fled by a unilateral filing under Section
205 of the Federal Power Act. Rehearing
of that partial rejection was sought by
Wisconsin and denied by order of April 18,
1975.

Prior to the submission of evidence
by the Commission Staff and the inter-
venors, a settlement was negotiated by
all parties. A Stipulation signed by Wis-
consin and by counsel for the five af-
fected cooperatives and for the Municl-
pals was filed on November 28, 1975. A
Notice issued on December 8, 1975, set
December 18, 1975 as the deadline for

timely protests or comments.! On Decem-
ber 22, 1975, Wisconsin filed a motion for
acceptance of the settlement Stafi’s reply
of December 23, 1975 supported accept-
ance of the Stipulation as filed.

The Stipulation set forth the specific
negotiated rate for each of the affected
tooperative and municipal customers.*
Wisconsin is required to make appro-
priate refunds with interest at nine per-
cent per annum. The settlement rates
will yield 1975 revenues of $4,930,534
from service to cooperatives under the
W-2 Rate Schedule, a decrease of $241 -
166 from the originally proposed rates?
Service to municipal customers under the
W-3 Rate Schedule will produce 1975
revenues of $15,205,607, a reduction of
the originally proposed rates by $768,-
195. For the test period ending Decem-
ber 31, 1975, the aggregate proposed rate
increase of $5,057,795 for all wholesale
service has been reduced by $1,009,361
1o $4,048,434, Wisconsin had sought an
overall rate of return for 1975 of 8.918%.
The Stipulation provides for a return
of 8.808% including a return on common
equity of 12.0%.

Upon its review, the Commission has
determined that the proposed settlement
embodied in the Stipulation filed by Wis-
consin represents a just and reasonable
resolution of all issues in this proceed-
ing and should be approved withous
modification.

The Commission finds. Good cause has
been shown to accept and approve the
settlement Stipulation flled by Wis-
consin on November 28, 1975.

The Commission orders. (A) The
Stipulation filed by Wisconsin on No-
vember 28, 1975, and Incorporated herein
by reference is hereby accepted and ap-
proved.

1In a telegram of December 18, 1975, ref-
erenced to this docket, Counsel for the Mu-
nicipals protested that the "rate Increase
date November 26, 1975 was excessive, unjust
and constituted an attempted price squeeze,
petitioned to intervene, and requested a five
month suspension and a hearing, The Mu-
nicipals had already been granted inter-
vention in this proceeding In the order of
February 19, 1975, which had accepted and
suspended the subject rate filing. This tele-
gram did not refer to the Stipulation filed
three weeks earlier which had been signed
by Counsel for the Municipals and which
reflects a reduction rather than an In-
increase in the rates then in effect subject
to refund. Instead, this telegraphic filing
of December 18, 1975 will be construed as &
protest and petition concerning Wisconsin's
superseding rate increase flled on Decem-
ber 3, 1976 in Docket No. ER76-331. Notice
of that filing was fssued on December 17,
1075 with comments, protests, and petitions
due on or before December 29, 1975,

= Appended below are a listing of the spe-
cific rate increases for each customer (Ap-
pendix A), a settlement cost of service (Ap-
pendix B), and a statement of capitalization
(Appendix C), as submitted with the Stipu-
lation,

s For purposes of comparison only, the
specific figures recited in the Stipulation
were calculated by assuming that negoti-
ated rate increases are applicable to the six
municipal customers served under fixed rate
contracts,

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL, 41, NO, 79—THURSDAY, APRIL 22, 1976




\ NOTICES

(B) Within 30 days Wisconsin shall
file appropriate rate schedules to be ef-
fective as of February 21, 1975, to sub-
stitute the settlement rates approved
herein for the rates put in effect sub-
ject to refund by order of February 19,
1975, in this docket.

(C) Within 30 days after the rate
schedules to be flled as ordered above
are accepted, Wisconsin shall make ap-
propriate refunds to the affected cus-
tomers, with interest at the rate of 9%
per annum.

(D) Within 15 days after appropriate
refunds have been made, Wisconsin shall
file with the Commission a compliance
report. This compliance report should
detail (1) the monthly billing deter-
minants and revenues by customer un-
der the prior, originally proposed, and
settlement rates; (2) the monthly set-

tlement rate increase, refund, and in-
terest computation for each customer,
and that information summarized for
each rate class, for each month, every
successive twelve months and the total
refund period.

(E) This order is without prejudice to
any findings or orders which have been
made or which may hereafter be made by
the Commission, and is without prej-
udice to any claims or contentions
which may be made by the Commission,
its staff, Wisconsin, or by any other
party or person affected by this order in
any proceeding now pending or herein-
after instituted by or against Wisconsin
or any other person or party.

By the Commission,

|sEAL) KENNETH F, PLUMB,
Secretary.

Arrenpix A—Wisconsin Power and Taght Co..; summary of revenues of rural electric
cooperatives, wholesale vate schedule W-2. period I1-—test year 1975

Reventie

Matering point Present Settlement  Settlement

riate proposed increaso
rate
Adnms-Marquette REC:
Adams T =~ Friendslip. £301,832 265, 540
Raston T ..o .o TRMSIREEES 1 1) U 74,0382 16,277
Jackson 'T'. . __ .. Ulen Btation.. S A 211,325 45, 980
Lewiston T e QIR e ol o e 103,040 85, 666
& EYT ) e I SRR o) e e R S 143, 005 30,474
Montello T, ... — .. ... <, Montollor - ek iioos 203,763 63, 032
Strong Praivie T. .. ... ...__..... Dellwood 102,202 22,813
Central Wisconsin REC:
7 3L e e Rosholt St SRR 167,114 161, 860 34,740
Almon T . = EWRTR o) s i R WA A RS B 100,271 122, 24 21,870
Fajrbank P, .. ... RO T s e S 150, 204 184,108 33,800
1003 7 W PSS Igla s 1LYy 246, 496 300, 766 54,070
Wit ten b . s L N Wittenberg. .. ... 065,240 80, 026 15, 58
Columbus REC:
BPeIngOall B oo eas cusin Combrig: i cs s e = 8, 467 28,22
Fountala Pri®_ oo e e DoyleStownl. .oy ee oo s 074,421 125, 865
Rock County REC:
BB IY T o Syethts te v oote o ooom $ i D B Sl RSO 107, 020 130, 251 23,281
Brandford T... Avalon. ... 118,870 138,721 25,842
Fulton T, _____ . Bheepskin_ . 87,430 107,020 19, 581
Harmony .. - Kennedy Rd.__..... 100, 797 123, 440 22,643
Newark T ... LRl T 100, 852 2 ) 22,108
8p. Valley T. Orfordville.. 120, 096 28, 047
R . Clinton. . ....... 08,738 15, 597
Waushara REC:
HANOOORAD. oo inshonniin s kaane DUV A TR e SR U 172,201 211,440 39,149
Marfon T'...__..__. - Springlake 78,214 80, 463 16, 249
Bpringwater T .. - Wild Rose = 108,746 132,835 24,089
Wantoma T.......... Wautoma. = 197, 189 240, 434 43, 245
Richiord T. .o oo nmaiaan . Richford 9, 015 122,227 22,312
o ) U L TR e I N N 1 —e- 4,040,576 4,930, 5 889, 058
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AprENDIX A.—Wisconsin Power and Light Co., summary of revenues for munieipalities
and utility companies, wholesale rate schedule W-3, period I1—test year 1975

7
Revenue
Present Settloment Settlemoent
rate proposed increase
rate
Municipalities:

BEHNONL. o o o —o or ae oo rvv on RS oo s it & o8 S & s b e s S e i $71,887 $88, 360 $16,473
BN o e e e S T S e 60, 346 73,704 13,418
Black Earth e oo .-.. 148, 7856 185, 967 37,182
Boscobel ..o ... o 357,703 451, 448 03, 655
Brodhead. . 310,187 300, 632 80, 4‘»15
Columbus?i__ 465, 809 5S8R, 901 123,082
Cuba City 152, 301 228, 476 46,174
Eyansville 571,182 119,373
Footville 05,412 11, 506
Giresham 91,844 18,225
Hazel Green. 98, 857 18, 868
Hustisford....-......-. 241, 560 40, 617
T o (K O O M D08 T SR T 300, 498 73,721
Lodi_... 245,702 50, 414
Mazomanle. . oo oeeaens 121, 900 23, 531
Mount Horeb.. ... 406, 700 83,619
Museddn. oo caemmeean e 177,854 35,087
I N IR O 2 e S e s 240, 389 48, 582
TN 1 TR SRR R S S L 178, 004 35,707
Plymouth. . oo oo 1,897,530 400, 567
Prairie du Sao. 230, 695 46,448
Princeton? 182,084 36,174
Reedsbhurg 1,103, 195 232, 186
Bauk City 304, 101 80, 978
Sheboygan 1,346,352 284,730
2 TS e e s R T TSI ST AT S N AN 150, 751 20, 466
BN 8 e e e e S o s s e s 1,300, 388 275, 187
T ST T N LR TIN ma— e SS e e S O 3SR 1,314, 564 275,836
Mg S b 0 7 R S R L S RS 407,074 56, 602
Ve I - RO Pt SR Tl RS St 1,063, 282 226, 267
L T g b L 1 e e S I SO s 402 794 103, 071
WotswoeREA i e N e Gt 107, 622 138, 867 26, 245
170, 402 218,539 43,137

105, 608 206, 973 41,865

2,047,131 15, 205, 607 3,158,470

1 Fixed rate contraot customers. Settlement revenues for these customers are ineluded for purposes of comparison
only (total originally proposed revenue included these 6 customers),

Arrennix B.—Wisconsin Power and Light Co., FPC Dockel E-2198—cost of service and
relurn on rate base for W—=2 and W-3 service, test year 1975 (based on negotiated revenue
increases and expenses)

Ww-2 w-3
Negotiated revenue INerease. . .. o ol i $800, 347 $3, 150, 653 $4, 060, 000
Ditto—at proposed rates. .. = 884, 058 3, 158, 476 4, 048,434
Present revenues............ 4,040,576 12,047,131 18, 087, 707
Reévenue—at proposed rates. 4,930, 534 15, 205, 607 20, 136, 1411
Operating eXpense - « « «ceveee- 3,654,905 11, 006, 706 14, 661, 611
Incomp taxes.o. ...~ 284, 320 B4 041 1, 229, 270
Return......... 461, 300 3, 253, 060 4, 245, 260
Rate base . ccoccmaanace 11, 254, 530 36, 043, 239 48,197,778
Percent return on rate boso. . 8. 808 8808 8. 808
Based on FPC stafl study... = 2 §1,012,08  $8,477,151 $4, 400, 060
B Ao S T B s 22 78 100

Arpespix O.—Wisconsin Power and Light Co., PO ‘Docket 11-0198, capitalization and
return on capital for W-2 and W-3 service with negotiated revenue increase

Pereent Annual  Weighted
of total cost annual
capital (percent) cost
(percent)
2 b7 o I I T B e S KSR s e N D AT LR N XA S5 48.71 6. 943 3.382
Preferred equity.... ik = s 16, 51 7. 586 1.252
(@077 11 g oL L N i I S i S5 SO U SR o O R AP 34.78 12,000 4.174
iy ) I O S T I T L S D = R SRt a S, W00 oozas s a2 8.808

[FR Doc, 76-11416 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CI73-681]

TEXAS GAS EXPLORATION CORP.
Offer of Settlement

APRIL 19, 1976,

Take notice that on April 6, 1976,
Texas Gas Exploration Corporation (Ex-
ploration), Post Office Box 52310, Hous-
ton, Texas 77052, filed a Proposed Set-
tlement Agreement in Docket No. CI73-
681, pursuant to Sections 1.12 and 1.18
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure. Exploration states that
it will refund to Consolidated Gas Sup-
ply Corporation all amounts collected
pursuant to Section 2.75(0) above the
Southern Louisiana area rate ceiling of
26 cenfs per Mecf during the period from
October 11, 1973 (the date Exploration
began receiving the 45-cent contract
rate) until July 19, 1974 (the date Ex-
ploration filed its Section 2.56a certifi-
cate application).

The proposed settlement also provides
that Exploration shall be granted a Sec-
tion 2.56a nationwide rate certificate.
Exploration will credit the amounts in
excess of actual collections to which Ex-
ploration would have been entitled under
the nationwide rate procedure during the
period from July 19, 1974 until the date
upon which the certificate issued pursu-
ant to Section 2.56a becoMies effective.
Thus, Exploration will be subject to the
“benefits” and the “burdens"” of Opinion
No. 699.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said proposed settlement agree-
ment should file comments with the Fed-
eral Power Commission, 825 North Capi-
tol Street, N.E,, Washington, D.C, 20426,
on or before April 30, 1976. Comments
will be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken. Copies of this agreement are on
file with the Commission and are avail-
able for public inspection.

KenNeTH F. PLUums,
Secretary.

{FR Doc.76-11748 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
BANCAL TRI-STATE CORPORATION

Request for Determination and Notice
Providing Opportunity for Hearing

Notice is hereby given that a request
has been made to the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System,
pursuant to the provisions of section 2
(g) (3) of the Bank Holding Company
Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. §1841(g)(3))
(“the Act™), by BanCal Tri-State Corpo-
ration, San Francisco, California (“Tri-
State”), which proposes to transfer all of
its legal and equitable stockholdings, as
well as the stockholdings of The Bank
of California, N.A., San Francisco, Cali-
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{fornia (“Bank™), a subsidiary of Tri-
State, in BanCal Capital Corporation
(“Capital”) , a small business investment
company to Overseas Technology, Inc.,
gan Francisco, California (“OTI") a
wholly owned subsidiary of Overseas
Technology Investments Co. Inc.,, a
Japanese corporation, for a determina-
tion that Tri-State is not nor will be
capable of controlling OTI, nofwith-
standing a proposed sale agreement
whereby a portion of the purchase price
will be paid by OTI in the form of a note,
said note being secured by a pledge of
the Capital stock being sold.

Section 2(g) (3) of the Act provides
that shares transferred after January 1,
1966, by any bank holding company (or
any company which but for such trans-
fer, would be & bank holding company)
directly or indirectly to any transferee
that is indebted to the transferor or has
one or more officers, directors, trustees,
or beneficiaries in common with or sub-
ject to control by the transferor, shall
be deemed to be indirectly owned or con-
trolled by the transferor unless the
Board, after opportunity for hearing,
determines that the fransferor is not,
in fact, capable of controlling the trans-
feree.

Notice is hereby given, that, pursuant
to section 2(g) (3) of the Act, an opportu-
nity is provided for filing a request for
oral hearing. Any such request or writ-
ten comments on the application should
be submitted in writing (in duplicate)
to the Secretary, Board of Governors of
the Federal Reserve System, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20551, to be received no later
than May 14, 1976. If a request for oral
hearing is filed, each request should con-
tain a statement of the nature of the re-
questing person’s interest in the matter,
his reasons for wishing to appear at an
oral hearing, and a summary of the mat-
ters concerning which such person
wishes to give testimony. The Board sub-
sequently will designate a time and place
for any hearing it orders, and will give
notice of such hearing to the transferor,
the transferee, and all persons that have
requested an oral hearing. In the ab-
sence of & request for an oral hearing, the
Board will consider the requested deter-
mination on the basis of documentary
evidence filed in connection with the
application.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, April 15, 1976.

[sEAL] GRIFFITE L, GARWOOD,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doe.76-11689 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 amj

FIRST NATIONAL FINANCIAL
CORPORATION

Acquisition of Bank

First National Financial Corporation,
Kalamazoo, Michigan, has applied for
the Board’s approval under §3(a) (3) of
the Bank Holding Company Act (12
US.C. §1842(a)(3)) to acquire 100 per
cent of the voting shares (less directors’
Qualifying shares) of the successor by
merger to The National Bank of Luding-
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ton, Ludington, Michigan. The factors
that are considered in acting on the ap-
plication are set forth in § 3(c) of the
Act (12 U.S.C. § 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the office of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit views in writ-
ing to the Reserve Bank to be received
not later than May 10, 1976.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, April 14, 1976.

[searl GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

| FR Doc.76-11690 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|)

OFFERLE INVESTMENT CO., INC.

Order Approving Retention of Liebl
Insurance Agency

Offerle Investment Co., Inc., Offerle,
Kansas, & bank holding company within
the meaning of the Bank Holding Com-
pany Act (“Act”), has applied for the
Board’s approval, under section 4(c) (8)
of the Act and §225.4(b)(2) of the
Board's Regulation Y, to retain* the as~
sets of Liebl Insurance Agency, Offerle,
Kansas (“Agency”), a company that en-
gages in the activities of a general in-
surance agency in a community with a
population of less than 5,000 persons.
Such activities have been determined by
the Board to be closely related to bank-
ing (12 CFR § 225.4(a) (9) (iii) (a)).

Notice of the application, affording op~
portunity for interested persons to sub-
mit comments and views on the public
interest factors, has been duly published
(41 FEDERAL REGISTER 5351) . The time for
filing comments and views has expired,
and none have been received. The Board
has considered the application in the
light of the public interest factors set
forth in section 4(c) (8) of the Act (12
U.SL. § 1843(c)).

Applicant, the 561st largest banking
organization in Kansas, controls one
bank with deposits of approximately $3

-million, representing 0.03 per cent of the
total deposits in commercial banks in the
State.?

Agency engages in the activities of a
general insurance agency on the premises
of Applicant’s sole subsidiary bank,
which is located in Offerle, Kansas. Al-
though there are other general insurance
agencies within approximately 10 miles
of Agency, Agency is the only source of
such insurance services in the town of
Offerle. It does not appear that the re-
tention of Agency by Applicant would
have an adverse effect on either existing
or potential competition; nor is there any

1 Applicant acquired the assets of Liebl In-
surance Agency May 13, 1970, the date it ac-
quired .control of its only subsidiary bank.
Applicant became a bank holding company
December 31, 1970 by virtue of the passage of
the 1670 Amendments to the Bank Holding
Company Act. .

#All banking date are as of December 31,
1975, and reflect holding company acquisi-
tions and formations approved by the Board
through March 31, 1976.
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evidence in the record indicating that
consummation of the proposal would
lead to any undue concentration of re-
sources, conflicts of interests, unsound
banking practices, or any other adverse
effects upon the public interest. On the
other hand, approval of the application
should assure residents of the community
8 convenient source of insurance serv-
ices that has been associated with Ap-
plicant’s subsidiary bank since 1964,

Based upon the foregoing and other
considerations reflected in the record,
the Board has determined in accordance
with the provisions of § 4(c) (8) of the
Act, that Applicant’'s retention of
Agency can reasonably be expected to
produce benefits to the public that out-
weigh possible adverse effects. Accord-
ingly, the application is hereby approved.
This determination is subject to the con-
ditions set forth in section 225.4(c) of
Regulation Y and to the Board’s au-
thority to require such modification or
termination of the activities of a holding
company or any of its subsidiaries as the
Board finds necessary to assure com-
pliance with the provisions and purposes
of the Act and the Board’s regulations
and orders issued thereunder, or to pre-
vent evasion thereof,

By order of the Board of Governors,”
effective April 14, 1976.

[SEAL] GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

| FR Doc.76-11691 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

TOWN FINANCIAL CORPORATION

Order Approving Acquisition of Bank
Computer s:rqviees, Inc.

Town Pinancial Corporation, Hartford
City, Indiana, a bank holding company
within the meaning of the Bank Holding
Company Act, has applied for the Boards
approval, under section 4(c) (8) of the
Act and §225.4(b)(2) of the Board's
Regulation Y, to acquire all of the voting
shares of Bank Computer Services, Inc.,
Hartford City, Indiana (“BCSI”), a com-
pany that provides data processing serv-
ices for Applicant, its subsidiaries, and
other financial institutions, and stores
and processes financial, banking, and re-
lated economic data. Such activities have
been determined by the Board to be
closely related to banking (12 CFR
§225.4(a) (8)).

Notice of the application, affording
opportunity for interested persons to
submit comments and views on the pub-
lic interest factors, has been duly pub-
lished (41 PeperaL REGISTER 5351). The
time for filing comments and views has
expired, and the Board has considered
all comments received in the light of the
public interest factors set forth in sec-

tion 4(c) (8) of the Act (12 U.8.C. § 1843
(c)(8)).

#Voting for #his action: Vice-Chairman
Gardner and Governors Holland, Wallich,
Coldwell, Jackson, and Partee. Absent and
not voting: Chairman Burns,
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Applicant, a one-bank holding com-
pany, controls Citizens State Bank of
New Castle, New Castle, Indiana
(“Bank™). Bank, with deposits of $47.6
million, is the T7th largest commercial
bhank in Indiana and accounts for 0.3 per
cent of the deposits in all commercial
banks in the State. Bank is the largest
of seven banks located in Henry County
and holds 40.5 percent of the total de-
posits of commercial banks in that coun-
ty. Applicant also has one wholly-owned
subsidiary, Town Finance Company, Inc.
(“Finance”) ,* which is engaged in making
small consumey loans and financing re-
tail installment sales contracts. Further-
more, Applicant provides consulting and
accounting services to its subsidiaries and
acts as an insurance agent and broker
for customers of its subsidiaries in con-
nection with the extension of eredit.*

At present, BCSI is indirectly con-
trolled by Applicant as BCSI is a sub-
sidiary of Bank, which owns approxi-
mately 68 per cent of the outstanding
shares of BCSI. First National Bank of
Hartford City, Hartford City, Indiana,
and The Bank of Montpelier, Montpelier,
Indiana, each own approximately 16 per
cent of the remaining sutstanding shares
of BCSI. BCSI was organized on June 8,
1970 when its shares were issued to these
three Banks. BCSI performs many of the
routine data processing services for Bank
and the two other owner banks; in addi-
tion, it performs payroll processing serv-
ices for some of the customers of the
three banks, data processing services for
one savings and loan association, and
interest payable processing services for
Finance. In 1974, BCSI had gross receipts
of $169,908 and a net loss of $5,170. The
instant proposal contemplates the
acquisition by Applicant of all outstand-
ing shares of BCSI. In the Board's
judgment, BCSI has a reasonably ade-
guate financial condition, satisfactory
management, and favorahle future earn-

ings prospects. Inasmuch as Applicant
has controlled BCSI continuously since
its formation, consummation of the pro-
posed acquisition would neither elimi-
nate nor have any significantly adverse
effects on either existing or potential
competition. Furthermore, since BCSI
would, upon consummation of the pro-
posal, be ensured greater access to
Applicant’s capital, BCSI may be ex-
pected to increase and improve the serv-
ices it offers the public.

The record contains no evidence
suggesting that consummation of this

% All banking data are as of June 30, 1975.

?Finance was a subsidiary of Applicant
when Applicant became a bank holding com-
pany on December 31, 1970 by virtue of the
enactment of the 1870 Amendments to the
Act. Section 4(a)(2) of the Act authorizes
Applicant to retain its ownership interest in
Finance only through December 31, 1980, un~
less Applicant applies for and'receives spe-
cific Board approval to retain Finance,

3 Applicant, which also provided these in-
surance services at the time it became a bank
holding company, is similarly entitled to con-
tinue them only through December 31, 1980,
unless Board approval to retain these actiyi-
ties is specifically applied for and granted.
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proposal would result in any adverse
effects such as undue concentration of
resources, decreased or unfair competi-
tion, conflicts of interests, unsound
banking practices or any other adverse
eifects upon the public interest.

Based upon the foregoing and other
considerations refiected in the record,
the Board has determined, in accordance
with the provisions of section 4(c¢) (8) of
the Act, that consummation of this pro-
posal can reasonably be expected to pro-
duce benefits to the public that outweigh
possible adverse effects. Accordingly, the
application is hereby approved. This de~
termination is subject to the conditions
set forth in section 225.4(c) of Regula-
tion Y and to the Board’s authority to re-
quire such modifieation or termination of
the activities of a holding company or
any of its subsidiaries as the Board finds
necessary to assure compliance with the
provisions and purposes of the Act and
the Board’s regulations and orders issued
thereunder, or to prevent evasion thereof.

The transaction shall be consummated
not later than three months after the ef«
fective date of this Order, unless such
period is extended for good cause by the
Board or by the Federal Reserve Bank
of Chicago, pursuant to authority which
is hereby delegated.

By order of the Board of Governors,'
eifective April 14, 1976.

[sEAL] GrIFFITH L. GARWOOD,
Assistant Secretary of the Board,

[|FR Doc.76-11602 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

GENERAL SERVICES:
ADMINISTRATION

FEDERAL PROPERTY MANAGEMENT REG-
ULATIONS TEMPORARY REGULA}ION
E-46

Delegation of Authority

1. Purpose. This regulation delegates
authority to the Secretary of Commerce
to operate a Federal Software Exchange
Center.

2. Effective date. This regulation is ef-
fective immediately.

3. Delegation. a. Pursuant to the au-
thority vested in me by the Federal Prop-
erty and Adminsitrative Services Act of
1849, as amended (63 Stat. 377; 40 U.8.C.
471), particularly section 111 thereof,
authority is hereby delegated to the Sec~
retary of Commerce to operate a Federal
Software Exchange Center in accordance
with the provisions of an interagency
agreement between the Automated Data
and Telecommunications Service, Gen-
eral Services Administration, and the
National Technical Irformation Service,
Department of Commerce.

b. The Secretary of Commmerce may re-
delegate this authority to the Director,
National Technical Information Service.

c. This authority shall be exercised in
accordance with the policies, procedures,

“Voting for this action: Vice Chairman
Gardner and Governors Holland, Walllch,
Coldwell, Jackson, and Partee. Absent and
not voting: Chalrman Burns.

and controls prescribed by the General
Services Administration and, further,
shall be exercised In cooperation with
the responsible officers, officials, and em-
ployees thereof.

Dated; April 9, 1976.

Jack EcKERD,
Administrator of General Services.

[FR Doc.76-11598 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

National Archives and Records Service

FOURTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE PRES.
%%EEI‘;T; FEDERAL ADVISORY COMMIT-

Covering Calendar Year 1975; Availability
of Publication

The above report is available to Fed-
eral Government sources by contacting
the Office of Management and Budget,
Committee Management Secretariat,
Washington, D.C. 20503 (Telephone 202-
395-5193).

Purchase of the report by the general
public is available through the Superin-
tendent of Documents, U.S. Government,
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.
The price is $2.90 and the Stock Number
is 040-000-00345-2.

The Compilation of Agency Submis-
sions for the Fourth Annual Report of
the President on Federal Advisory Com-
mittees Covering Calendar Year 1975 wiil
be available on microfilm for viewing
and/or purchase through the National
Archives and Records Service at a later
date which will be announced in the Feo-
ERAL REGISTER.

Dated: April 14, 1976.

James B. RHOADS,
Archivist of the United Siates.

[FR Doc.76-11693 Filed 4-21-76,8:45 am]

Public Buildings Service
[GSA Order PBS 1095]

DISPOSITION OF EXCESS OR SURPLUS
FEDERAL REAL PROPERTY

Procedures for Consideration of Effects on
the Environment and/or Historic Char-
acter of the Property

Notice is hereby given that the General
Services Administration in accordance
with the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969 (Pub. L. 91-190) is proposing
procedures to be followed in implement-
ing ADM 1095.1, Environmental consid-
eration in decisionmaking, that are ap-
plicable to the Public Buildings Service
for the Office of Real Property and the
Regional Real Property Division person-
nel to assess the impact on the physic;‘:l
and cultural environment of the disposi-
tion of excess or surplus real property
and related personal property.

Any person who wishes to submit writ-
ten comments pertaining to the proposcd
procedures may do so by filing them in
triplicate with the General Services Ad-
ministration (PK), Washington, D.C.
20405, on or before June 7, 1976.

Dated: March 30, 1976.

Nicumoras A. PaNUzIO,
Commlssione{.
Public Buildings Service.
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[PBS 1095]
GSA Onper

Subject: Procedures for consideration of
elfects of disposition of excess or surplus Fed-
eral real property on the environment and/or
historic character of the property,

1. Purpose. This order lmplements GSA
Order ADM 1095.1 by prescribing procedures
for the Office of Real Property and the Re-
gional Real Property Division personnel to
assess the impact on the physical and cul-
tural environment of the disposition of ex-
cess or surplus real property and related
personal property.

2. Cancelliation. PMD 1095.1A is canceled.

3. Background. &. This order is in compli-
ance with the following:

(1) Title I of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), (42 US.C. 4332

2)(C));

; (2) Executive Order 11514, “Protection
and Enhancement of Environmental Qual-
ity,"” March &, 1870;

(3) Section 309 of the Clean Alr Act (42
US.C, 1857Th-7);

(4) Executive Order 11752, “Prevention,
Controi, and Abatement of Environmental
Pollution at Federal Facilities," December 17,
1973; :

(6) Council on Environmental Quality's
regulations for preparation of environmental
impact statements (EIS) (Appendix A of at-
tachment) ;

(6) Section 108 of the Natlonal Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 (16 US.C. 4701) ;

(7) Section 1(3) and 2(b) of Executive
Order 11593, “Protection and Enhancement
of the Cultural Environment," May 13, 1971.

(8) Advisory Council on Historic Preserva-
tlon's procedures for the protection of his-
toric and cultural properties (36 C.F.R. Part
800); -

(9) Act of August 21, 1935 (18 US.C. 461);

Nore: Appendix A of this document was
lssued by the Councill on Environmental
Quality and was published on August 1, 1973,
at 38 FR 20550-20562. A copy of this publica-
tion is filed as part of the original document.
: (10) Freedom of Information Act (6 U.8.C.

52) ;

(11) GSA 'Order ADM 1095.1, Environ-
mental considerations in declslonmaking;
and

(12) GSA Order 1022.1, Protection of his-
torle properties.

b. Section 102 of NEPA directs all Federal
agencies to: (1) Use a systematic interdis-
ciplingry approach which will ensure the
integrated use of the natural and social sci-
ences and the environmental design arts in
pianning and decislonmaking which may
have an impact on man’s environment; (2)
identify and develop methods and procedures
to ensure that unquantified environmental
velues be given appropriate consideration in
decisionmaking along with economic and
technical considerations: and (3) prepare a
detalled statement for each major Federal
action slgnificantly affecting the quallty of
the human environment assessing the effects
of the proposed.action on the environment,
Executive Order 11514, “Protection and En-
hancement of Eunvironmental Quality,”
March 5, 1970, furthor emphasizes the com-
ment of the Federal Governmant to pro-
and enhance the quality of the Nation's
environment and directs actfons to be taken
by Federal agencies to comply with NEPA.
The Council on Environmental Quallty
(CEQ) has Issued regulations for the prep-
aration of environmental impact statemants
(Guidellnes) which 'establish the mecha-
nism for Pederal agenetes to follow in imple-
‘;fgfizlng Title T of NEPA and Executive Order

i .
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c. Section 309 of the Clean Alr Act provides
that the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) shall review and
comment in writing on the environmental
impact of proposed major ¥ederal actions to
which section 102(2) (C) of NEPA apply that
relate to public health or welfare or environ-
mental quality matters under his jurisdic-
tlon. EPA responsibilities include air anmd
water quality, noise abatement and control,
pesticlde regulation, solid waste dispasal,
and radiation criteria and standards.

d. Section 108 of the National Historle
Preservation Act requires that Federal, fed-
erally assisted, and federally licensed under~
takings affecting properties included in the
Natlonal Register of Historic Places be sub-
mitted to the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation for review and comment prior
to the approval of any such undertaking by
& Federal ugency. Historic properties which
are either (1) eligible for nomination to the
National Register of Historic Places, or (2)
nominated but not yet listed are entitled to
protection under Executive Order 11593.
Therefore, properties in these categories will
be processed In thie same manner as though
they were listed in the National Register. The
procedures of the Advisory Councll on His-
toric Preservation for the protection of his-
toric and cultural properties implement the
law and Executive Order and prescribe the
steps to be taken to ensure that the historic
character of the property is preserved when
the property qualifies for protection.

e. Pursuant to the Act of August 21, 1935,
the National Park Service, Department of
the Interior, administers and implements a
natural areas program, Including the Nation-
al Registry of Natural Landmarks. Real
Property Divisions will check the National
Registry to determine whether properties
proposed for disposal Include any natural
landmarks that are listed in the National
Reglstry so that consideration may be given
to their protection and preservation wherever
possible. When property of unusual geologi-
cal or ecological character is not listed on
the National Registry but there is reason
to belleve that the property may warrant
listing, the Regional Real Property Division
will call the Division of Natural Landmarks
and Theme Studlies, National Park Service
Sclence Center, Natlonal Space Technology
Laboratories, Bay St, Louis, Mississippi 89520
(Phone: (601) 688-2344) concerning the
status of the property. This Is a voluntary
program. However, in the interest of pro-
tecting the heritage and environment for
future generations, GSA will cooperate fully,
‘Whén property of this type is identified, it
will be called to the attention of parties
interested In acquiring the property because
of these characteristics or for other reasons
so consideration may be given to protecting
and preserying the character of the property.

4, Procedures. Procedures for implement-
Ing par. 1 are (& the attachment to this order,

5. Nature of revision. This order is re-
vised to reflect the new requirements pre-
scribed by the CEQ Guidelines and to imple-
ment section 108 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1066, secctions 1(3) and
2(b) of Executive Order 11593, and proce-
dures of the Advisory Council on Historle
Preservation for the Protection of Historle
and Cultural Properties.

6. Effeci on existing procedures. To ensure
that full consideration is given to all en-
vironmental facters in the disposition of
excess and surplus real property, the pro-
cedures in the attachment shall be followed
in addition to the regular procedures pre-
scribed in the Federal Property Manazement
Regulations, the HB, Excess and Surplus
Real Property (PMD P 4000.1), and appro-
priate GSA Orders and all region letters.

. eral action significantly affecting
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7. Reports. The report required by this
order ls exempt from the reports control
program,

8, Forms. This order provides for the use
of Standard Form 118, Report of Excess Real
Property. SBupplies of Standard Form 118
may be obtained by submitting a reqguisition
of FEDSTRIP/MILSTRIP format to the GSA
reglonal office providing support to the re-
questing activity.

Nicuoras A. Pawvzio,
Commissioner,
Public Buildings Service.

ATTACHMENT

1. Assessment. The Regional Real Properly
Division shall: a, Establish whether excess
property has historical, architectural, archea~
logical, or cultural significance or is a natu-
ral landmark by:

(1) Examining each incoming Standard
Form 118, Report of Excess Real Property, for
atatements of whether the property (1) is in
the National Register of Historic Places (Na-
tional Register) or the National Registry of
Natural Landmarks (National Registry), (2)
has been nominated for listing, or may be
eligible for listing, or (3) has cultural value:

(2) Checking the National Register and
the National Registry to ascertain whether
all or part of the property is listed:

{3) Contacting the holding agency if the
SF 118 does not contain a statement con-
cerning the factors to ascertain whether
property might have historic value or con-
tain a natural landmark and whether action
has been taken to assess such values; and

(4) Contacting the State Historic Preser-
vation Officer when the status of the prop-
erty is unclear to obtain an opinion regard-
ing the historic value of the property or pres-
ence of natural landmarks on the property
and fits eligibility for Hsting in the National
Register or National Registry.

b. Give special attention to the amentties,
solutions, or alternatives to alleviate the im-
pt:c:l x:nd effect on the setting or character
o istoric property when the pr is
inspected. % . iy

c. Access existing conditions of the prop-
erty during inspections of the property, or,
if the property Is not inspected, no later
than 90 calendar days from the date of ne-
ceptance of SF 118, to determtne: (1) whether
disposition of the property is likely to be a
major Federal action, and (2) whether poten-
tial environmental problems would signifi-
cantly affect the human environment.

d. Annotate the property case file to show
the results of the assessment,

2. Determination of what is a “major Fed-
the quality
of the human environment > This {s In large
part & judgment based on the circumstances
of the proposed actlon and the determina-
tlon shall be part of the decisionmaking
process,

a. Types of actions that have the potential
of being “major Federal actions" requiring
an assessment of thelr eflect on the environ-
ment; are:

(1) Recommendations or reports concern-
Ing lezisiation proposed by GSA or members
of Coneress involving:

(8) Directed disposals of specific real prop-
erties: and

(b) Changes in laws governing the disposi-
tion of excess or surplus real property.

(2) Administrative actions Involving:

(a) Use of Government-owned property
through lease, permit, or license; and

(b) Disposal of excess or surplus real prop-
erty.

(3) Formulation and lssuance of regula-
tlons and procedures.,

b. Actions significantly affecting the hu-
man environment are those that:
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(1) Degrade the environment even If bene-
ficial effects outweigh the detrimental ones;

(2) Curtail range of possible beneficial
uses of the environment including irreversi-
ble and irretrievable commitments of re-
sources;

(3) Serve short-term rather than long-
term environmental goals;

(4) May be localized in their effect, but
nevertheless, have a harmful environmental
impact; and

(5) Are attributable to many small actions,
possibly taken over a period of time, that
collectively have an adverse impact on the
environment.

¢. Actions that have potential for signifi-
cantly affecting the environment are those
that:

(1) Restore or enhance environmental
quality;

(2) Disrupt, alier or destroy a site of archi-
tectural, historic, or archeological impor-
tance, or its immediate surroundings;

(8) Have a substantial impact on natural,
recreational, or scenic resources, including
wilderness area or natural area significant
for scientific and educational purposes;

(4) Cause a significant degree of change in
one or more ecological systems;

(5) Affect a rare or endangered specles of
animal or plant, or the habitat of such a
species;

(6) Cause substantial interference with
the movement or life cycle of any resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species;

(7) Have a substantial aesthetic or visual
effect;

(8) Have a significant effect upon ambient
alr quality, ambient noise levels, or surface
or ground water quality or water supply;

(9) Involve extensive use of pesticides or
toxic substances;

(10) Have significant radiation effects;

€11) Affect in significant degree the pro-
duction, collection, recycling, or disposal of
solid waste;

(12) Alter significantly the physical
features or the land use patterns of the area;

(13) Induce substantial growth or concen-
tration of population;

(14) Displace substantial numbers of
people, or alter substantially the existing
neighborhood and community character;

(15) Are inconsistent with national, State
or local standards relating to the environ-
ment, or with environmental plans and goals
that have been adopted by the community
where the project is to be located;

(16) Cause or induce consumption of sub-
stantial additional energy.

8. Responsibility for Environmental Impact
Statements (EI1S’s.). a. Types of actions that
require individual assessment to determine
whether it is a major Federal action that sig-
nificantly affects fhe environment are:

(1) Negotiated sales of surplus real prop=-
erty to public bodies or commercial concerns;

(2) Public sales of surplus real property;

(3) Removal of fixtures, murals, fixed
sculptures, and other items of excess real
property which have historic or artistic value
and may be disposed of separately;

(4) Parceling of large tracts of land (con-
current planned multiple disposals).

(6) Transfer of excess property to other
Federal agencies for further Federal uses
(muitiple disposals).

b. Types of actions that normally are not
major Federal actions with a significant
effect on the human environment and there-
fore generally will not require an EIS are the
following:

(1) Disposals of demountable structures,
electrical and telephone poles and wires,
railroad ties and tracks, line of sight ease-
ments at abandoned NIKE sites, airport
nayvigation easement, and releases of utility

easements to underlying fee owners;
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(2) Sales of buildings or structures to the
underlying fee owner;

(3) Outleases and permits of real property
for less than 1 year for similar use.

Nore: Negative declaration substantiated
by formal environmental assessments will not
be required in those instances where in the
determination of the Real Property Division
the action is absent significant environ-
mental impact,

c. Types of actlons for which a Federal
agency making the request will normally be
considered the “lead agency” and he re-
sponsible for compliance with NEPA, includ-
ing preparation of a statement if required,
are:

(1) Transfer of excess real property for
further Federal use where no other compet-
ing Federal uses have been ldentified (single
disposal).

(2) Conveyance or other disposal of sur-
plus real property to a public body or to a
private or non-profit organization for &
public purpose program sponsored by the
Federal agency;

(3) Agency sponsored public purpose pro=

- grams for which GSA is conveying surplus

real property to a public body.

d. In disposal actions where more than one
agency is a potential recipient and where
GSA and other agencies (1) directly sponsor
the actions, or are directly involved in ac-
tions through funding, license, permif, or
conveyance, or (2) are inyolved in a group
of actions directly related to each other be-
cause of their functional interdependence or
geographical proximity, a “lead agency"” shall
be designated to assume supervisory respon-
sibility for preparation of the statement. Fac-
tors relevant in determining the appropriate
“lead agency” include the time sequence in
which the agencies become involved, the
magnitude of their respective involvement,
and their relative expertise with respect to
the environmental effects of the actions.
Where there is a question regarding the
primary responsibility for statement prepara-
tion, the matter will be referred to the
Commissioner, PBS, for referral to the Coun-
cil on Environmental Quality (CEQ) for res-
olution. However, it is possible for a state-
ment to be submitted jointly by all agencles
concerned with the comments being returned
to a single designated agency official. If GSA
is the “lead agency” and one or more agen=-
cles have partial responsibility for the action,
the other agencles shall be requested to pro-
vide to the appropriate Regional Real Prop-
erty Division such information as may be
necessary to prepare a suitable and complete
EIS. If another agency is designated to be the
“lead agency,” the criteria for that agency
shall apply.

4. Reassessment. a. Reassessment of poten-
tial environmental problems and/or poten=
tial environmentally controversial disposal
actions shall be made at the following stages:

(1) After public bodies have been notified
of the avallability of the property for public
purpose programs or for negotiated sales and
the period accorded for their response has
expired; and

(2) After a draft EIS has been circulated
and Federal agencies, public bodies, the pub-
lie, and special Interest groups have been
given an opportunity to comment on the
proposed action.

b. The Regional Real Property Division
shall exercise discretion and judgment in
deciding when there is sufficlent information
avallable to determine that a disposal does
or does not require the preparation of an
EIS. There is no set time when this decision
may be made as each property and the cir-
cumstances surrounding its disposal are dif-
ferent and must be considered on an indi-
vidual basis. However, it is important that
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this decision be made as soon as possible so
that interested persons may have & mean-
ingful opportunity to consider and comment
on the undertaking and so that GSA may
study comments before making a decision or
commitment regarding the disposition of the
property. :

6. Negative declaration. a. Should the Re-
glonal Real Property Division find in assess-
ing a proposed disposition of Federal real
and related personal property that an EIS is
not required, it shall:

(1) Document in the regional property
case file the basis and detalls for the finding;

(2) Except as provided in subpars. 3b and
¢, prepare a negative declaration that sets

_forth sufficlent factual data to justify the

declaration. Indicate how the conclusion was
reached and state that the proposed action
was assessed and determined not to be a
major Federal action that will have a sig-
nificant effect on the environment,

(3) Request that the regional Commis-
sioner, PBS, or higher authority sign the
declaration and concurrently forward coples
to the Assistant Commissioner for Real Prop-
erty, PBS, and the Director of Environmental
Affairs.

b. The Assistant Commissioner for Real
Property and the Director of Environmental
Affairs shall review the declaration within
10 working days after receipt of the copy
thereof and may return it to the apppriate
regional office for additional information or
revision when the declaration is determined
to be insufiicient. However, if not so directed
by the Assistant Commissioner or the Di-
rector within 10 working days after the re-
ceipt of the declaration, the Regional Real
Property Division shall assume that the dec-
laration is sdequate. A 10-working day re-
view period shall similarly apply after re-
ceipt by the central office of any requested
additional information or revised declara-
tion.

6. Drajt EIS’s. a. The Regional Real Prop-
erty Division shall prepare draft EIS's for
the proposed disposals of real property de-
scribed in subpar. 8a, and when appropriate,
subpar. 3d, when its environmental assess-
ment indicates that the action Is environ-
mentally controversial or is 8 major Federal
action that will have a significant impact on
the human environment.

b. Properties that are included or may be
eligible for inclusion in the National Regis-
ter of Historlc Places, or that may affect the
ambience or setting of an adjacent property
in the National Register shall be covered in
detail. In this way the EIS will aid in the
compliance with section 108 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, scction
8002 of the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation's procedures for the protection
of historic, architectural, archeological, or
cultural resources and section 1500.9(a) of
the Guidelines.

¢. Properties that are listed or have poten-
tial for listing on the National Reglstry o
Natural Landmarks shall be identified. A
statement will be made regarding the effect
the proposed disposal will have on the nai-
ural landmark and the alternatives 1o &i=
leviate any adverse effect. A

d. The technical content of the draft EIS
shall include the following items:

(1) A summary to accompany drall “-“-d
final BIS's as specified in Appendix 1 of the
CEQ Guidelnes. (For format see figure I.)

(2) A description of the proposed action
including sufficlent information and ooh=
nical data to permit a careful assessment of
the environmental impact of proposed
action(s) by commenting agencies. I sp-
propriate, three coples of site maps nnd_/m:
topographic maps at suitable scales showing
the property and the surrounding area shall
be provided.
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(3) The probable impact of the proposed
action(s) on the environment, including im-
pact on ecological systems such as wildlife,
fish, and other marine life. Consequences of
direct and indirect impacts on the environ-
ment shall be included in the analysis. For
example, any effect of the action on popula-
tion distribution or concentration shall be
estimated and an assessment made of the
effect of any possible change in population
patterns upon the resources of the area, in-
cluding land use, water supply, public serv-
ices, and trafic patterns.

(4) Any probable adverse environmental
effects that cannot be avoided, such as water
or air pollution, undesirable land use pat-
terns, damags to life systems, urban conges-
tion, threats to health or other consequences
adverse to the environmental goals set out in
section 101(b) of NEPA. This section should
be a brief summary of the adverse and un-
avoidable effects' discussed in subpar. 3,
above, with a discussion of how the adverse
effects will be mitigated.

(5) A rigorous exploration and objective
evaluation of possible alternative actions that
might avoid some or all of the adverse en-
vironmental effects. Sufficient analysis of
such alternatives and their Impact on the
environment, and, where appropriate, their
costs, shall accompany the proposed
actlon(s) through the agency review process
50 that consideration of options which might
have less detrimental effects will not be pre-
maturely foreclosed. This procedu will
meet the requirement of section 102(2) (D)
of NEPA that the responsible agency “study,
develop, and describe appropriate slterna-
tives to recommended courses of action in
any proposal which involves unresolved con-
flicts concerning alternative uses of avail-
able resources."

(6) Assessments of the aetion(s) for cu-
mulative and long-term effects from the per-
spective that each generation is trustee of
the environment for succeeding generations.
Discuss the relationship between local short-
term uses of man’s environment and main-
tenance and enhancement of long-term pro-
ductivity.

(7) Any frreversible and [Irretrievable
commitments of resources which would be
involved in the proposed action(s) should
it be implemented. Identify the extent to
which the action(s) curtatls the range of
the beneficlal uses of the environment.

7. Circulation of draft EIS’s for comment.
8, The Regional Commissioner, PBS, or
higher authority, shall concurrently forward
EIS’s to the Assistant Commissioner for Real
Property and the Director of Environmental
Affalrs who shall review the EIS within 10
working days after receipt of the copy there-
of and may return it to the appropriate re-
glonal office for additional Information or
revision when the EIS Is determined to be
insufficient. However, if not so directed by
the Assistant Commissioner or the Director
within 10 working days after receipt of the
EIS, the Reglonal Real Property Division
shall assume the EIS is adequate. A 10-work-
ing day review period shall similarly apply
after receipt by the central office of any re-
Quested Information or revised KIS,

b. After the expiration of the 10-day re-
view period the Reglonal Commissioner, PBS,
or higher authority shall then Immediately
distribute coptes of the draft EIS to appro-
priate Congressmen, Senators, and Governors
of the State, and local agencies, special in-
terest groups, and the public for comment.
In addition, comments shall be solicited from
appropriate State and/or areawide clearing-
houses in gecordance with the procedures
brescribed by Office of Management and
Budget Circular No. A-95, Revised, or to the
environment reviewing authority designated
by the Governor of the State In which the
broperty is located.
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¢. Interested parties will have 45 calendar
days from the date CEQ publishes the notice
of the availability of the draft EIS in the
Federal Register to comment. All parties eir-
cularized for comments shall be informed
that if a reply is not recelved, or a request for
an extension with valid basis for the request
is not received, within 45 calendar days, it
will be presumed that they have no comment
to offer. However, if requests for extensions
are made, a maximum period of 15 calendar
days may be granted when it is feasible and
the request appears reasonable. Transmittal
letters sent to commenting parties shall in-
dicate that the draft EIS is based on the best
information currently available.

d. Federal agencies that have “jurisdiction
by law or special expertise with respect to
any environmental impact involved” or
“which are authorized to develop and en-
force environmental standards” shall be
asked to comment on draft EIS's. These
agencies are listed In appendix II of the
Guidelines according to their subject matter
specinlities. Appendix ITI of the Gulidelines
lists offices within Federal agencies and Fed-
eral-State agencies that have Information
regarding the agencies' NEPA activities and
receive draft EIS's of other agencies for com-
ment. Draft EIS’s shall be submitted for
comment to the regional contact points of
agencies being consulted when such offices
have been established pursuant to section
1500.9(a) of the Guidelines.

e. The Reglonal Real Preoperty Division

shall forward to the appropriate regional
ofice of the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for review and comment seven
copies of all EIS’s so that EPA ¢an carry
out its responsibilities under section 309 of
the Clean Air Act, as amended.
' 8. Public hearings. a. Each major Federal
action having a possible adverse effect on the
environment shall be evaluated to deter-
mine whether & public hearing should be
held. Consideration shall be given to the
following elements in deciding whether a
public hearing is appropriate:

(1) The magnitude of the proposal im
terms of economic costs, geographic area in-
volved, and uniqueness or size of the com-
mitment of the resources involved;

(2) The degree of interest in the proposal
as evidenced by requests from the public
and from Federal, State and local authorities
that a hearing be held;

(3) The complexity of the issue and the
Hkelthood that information will be pre-
sented at the hearing which will be of
assistance to the agency in fulfilling its
responsibilities under NEPA; and

(4) The extent to which public involve-
ment already has been achieved through
other means, such as earlier public meet-
ings, meetings with citizen representatives,
and/or written comments on the proposed
action.

b. Draft EIS's shall be made available to
the public at least 15 calendar days before
the time of such hearings.

9. Early public notice. a. To provide timely
public notice and understanding of the pro-
posed dispositlon of excess or surplus real
property and to obtain the views of inter-
ested parties, the Regilonal Real Property
Divislon shall establish an early notice sys-
tem for Informating the public of the decl-
slon to prepare a draft EIS on the proposed
action. The Regional Real Property Division
shall maintain a list of disposal actions,
arranged by States, on which it is antici-
pated EIS’s will be prepared for public in-
spection. Changes in this list shall be re-
ported to the Assistant Commissioner for
Real Property on last working day before
March 1, June 1, September 1, and Decem-
ber 1 of each year so that the lists may be
forwarded to the Director of Environmental
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Affairs, who, in turn, will submit the com-
posite agency list to CEQ by March 15,
June 15, September 15, and December 15 for
publication in the FeoEraL REGISTER.

b. If it is decided that an EIS is not nec-
essary for a proposed disposition (1) which
normally requires the preparation of an EIS,
(2) which is similar to actions for which a
significant number of EIS’s have been pre-
pared, or (3) for which it has previously
been announced that an EIS would be pre-
pared, the Regional Real Property Division
shall prepare a publicly available record
briefly setting forth the decision and the
reasons for the decision. These decisions shall
be cleared in the same manner as.negative
declarations.

c. A list of negative declarations prepared
shall be maintained and reported in the same
manner as prescribed for EIS's (See a,
above).

d. Notice of availability of a draft EIS
will be published in one or more local news-
papers.

e. The Regional Real Property Division
shall maintain a list of groups known to be
interested In the disposition of real prop-
erty, In addition, a Hst shall be maintained
of individuals who have requested an oppor-
tunity to comment on the action. A copy
of the draft EIS shall be distributed to the
Individuals or groups who have expressed
an interest in the specific disposal covered
by the EIS. :

10. Public availability of E1S’s. a. Draft and
final EIS's, amendments and supplements,
Including comments received during review,
shall be made available to the public in ac-
cordance with subpars. 7b and 12b of this
order, section 2(bh) of Executive Order 11514,
“Protection and Enhancement of Environ-
mental Quality," and § 1500.~1500.11 of the
Guidelines. Enough copies of draft and final
EIS's shall be printed to meet the antici-
pated demand of agencies, organizations, and
individuals,

b. Charges to cover reproduction costs
shall be assessed as follows:

(1) Where cost of reproduction is inslg-
nificant, single coples of draft and final EIS’s
shall be furnished without charge to indi-
viduals requesting them. For multiple copy
requests, the requester shall be charged re-
production costs.

{2) Where cost of reproduction is substan-
tial, the Regilonal Real Property Division
shall make a reasonable number of EIS's
available to the public at no charge. The
number should vary according to the public
Interest in the action. When this free supply
is exhausted, individuals requesting coples
shall be Informed of the GSA purchase price
and advised of the nearest GSA Business
Service Center or Pederal Information Center
at which a copy is avallable for public
Inspection. They should also be advised of
the avalilability (at cost) of the EIS from
the Environmental Law Institute, 13468 Con-~
necticut Avenue, Washington, DC 20036.

11. Preparation of final EIS’s. An appen-
dix shall be included In final EIS's which
contains substantive comments that have
been recelved on the draft EIS, a discussion
of the merits of those comments, and the
GSA position thereon. Substantive com-
ments must also be addressed in the text
through revisions and additions, or by direct
reference. All substantive comments received
on the draft EIS (or summaries thereof when
comments have been exceptionally volumi-
nous) shall be attached to the final EIS
whether or not the comment is considered to
merit Individual discussion in the text of the
statement.

12, Review and distribution of final EIS’s.
8. The Regional Commissioner, PBS, or
higher authority shall concurrently forward

coples of the final EIS as soon as practicable
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to the Assistant Commissioner for Real
Property and the Director of Environmental
Affairs for review. Coples of all comments
received shall be included as & part of the
final EIS., The Assistant Commissioner and
Director shall review the EIS within 10 work-
ing days after the recelpt of the copy thereof
and may return it to the appropriate re-
gional office for addiffonal information or
revision when the EIS s determined to be
insufficient, However, if not so directed by the
Assistant Commissioner or the Director
within 10 working days after receipt of the
EIS, the Regional Real- Property Division
shall assume the EIS is adequate, A 10-work-
ing day review period shall similarly apply
after receipt by the central office of any re-
quested {nformation or revised EIS.

b. After the expiration of the 10-day review
period, copies of final EIS's with comments
attached, shall be sent to (1) appropriate
Congressmen, Senators, and the Governor of
the State in which the property is located,
(2) all Federal, State, and local agencies and
private organizations that made substantive
comments on the draft EIS, (3) individuals
who requested a copy of the final EIS, (4)
applicants whose project 18 the subject of
the statement, and (5) Environmental Pro-
tection Agency to assist it In carrying out its
responsibilities under section 309 of the Clean
Afr Act.

¢. Where the number of comments on a
draft EIS is such that distribution of the
final EIS to all commenting entities appears
impracticable, the Assistant Commissioner
for Real Property shall request the Director
of Environmental Affairs to consult CEQ
concerning alternative arrangements for dis-
tribution of the final EIS.

13. Time frame for publication of draft
and final EIS’s. a. To the maximum extent
practicable, no disposal action is to be taken
sooner than 90 calendar days after CEQ pub-
lishes a notice of the avallability of the draft
EIS in the Feperan Recister, Neither should
such disposal action be faken sooner than
80 days after the final EIS has been made
available to CEQ and the public, If the final
EIS is filed within 80 calendar days after a
draft EIS has been furnished to CEQ and
made public, the minimum 380-day period
and the 90-day period may run concurrently
to the extent that they overlay, When it is
necessary to supplement or revise a draft or
final EIS, particularly when substantial
changes are made in the proposed action or
significant new information becomes avail-
able concerning its environmental aspects,
the Regional Real Property Division shall
notify the Assistant Commissioner for Real
Property who shall request the Director of
Environmental Affairs to consult with CEQ
concerning the need or desirability of recir-
culation of the EIS for the appropriate
period.

b. CEQ will publish weekly in the FEDERAL
RecisTER lists of draft and final EIS's re-
celved during the preceding week. The date of
publication of the draft EIS shall be the date
from which the 45 calendar day review period
of draft EIS's shall be calculated. The date
CEQ receives the final EIS for publication
shall be the date from which the 30 calendar
day period shall be calculated,

¢. Draft and final EIS's, comments re-
eelved, and any underlylng documents, ex-
eept appraisals, shall be made available to
the public pursuant to the provisions of the
Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552),
FIS's and comments thereon may be viewed
by the public in the Business Service Center
in the GSA regional offices, the office of the
Business Service Centers Stafl, Office of the
Deputy Administrator in the central office of
GSA, or the appropriate State or areawide
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clearinghouse(s) unless the Governor of the
State involved designates to CEQ some other
point for receipt of this Information. Notice
of such designation of an alternate point for
receipt of this information will be inciluded
in the OMB Clearinghouse Directory.

d, When emergency circumstances make it
necessary to take an action which is environ-
mentally highly controversial or a major Fed-
eral action which may have a significnt im-
pact on the human environment without ob-
serving the provisions of the Guldelines and
this order concerning minimum periods for
review and advance avallability of EIS’s, the
Reglonal Real Property Division shall advise
the Assistant Commissioner for Real Prop-
erty concerning the situation and he shall re-
quest the Director of Environmental Affairs
to consult with CEQ aboutf alternative ar-
rangements. Similarly where there are over-
riding considerations of expense to the Gov-
ernment or impaired program effectiveness,
the Regional Real Property Division shall
bring the matter to the attention of the As-
sistant Commissioner so that he may request
the Director of Environmental Affairs to con-
sult CEQ concerning appropriate modifica-
tions of the minimum perlods when he con-
siders such action appropriate.

e. Should CEQ request the Office of Real
Property to prepare and circulate an EIS
on a specific proposed real property disposal,
the procedure for preparing and processing
EIS's shall be followed. However, if the As-
sistant Commissioner for Real Property de-
termines from an environmental assessment
that an EIS is not required, he shall have
the sppropriate Regional Real Property Divi-
sion prepare a publicly avallable record
briefly setting forth the reasons for his deter-
mination. The Assistant Commissioner shall
gecure the concurrence of the Director of
Environmental Affairs and the Commissioner,
PES, to the determination. The Assistant
Commissioner shall notify CEQ through ap-
propriate GSA channels of the decision and
reasons therefor and shall attach a copy of
the assessment.

14. Supplements or revisions of EIS’s. Re-
gional Real Property Divisions shall keep
abreast of any substantial changes in plans
for the disposal of property or significant new
information that becomes available concern=-
ing the environmental aspects of the disposal.
These circumstances shall be evaluated to
determine whether the draft or final EIS
should be supplemented or revised. Revised
EIS's or supplements to EIS's shall be issued
as appropriate and processed in the same
manner as the EIS which is being revised or
supplemented. When there s doubt as to the
need or desirability of recirculation of the
EIS for the appropriate period, the Regional
Real Property Division shall request advice
from the Assistant Commissioner for Real
Property. If the Assistant Commissioner is
in doubt, he shall proceed as provided in sub~
par. 12a, to obtain an opinion from CEQ.

16. Format requirements. The Reglonal
Real Property Division shall: a. Type draft
and fingl EIS's on white paper with clear
black type;

b. Assign the environmental statement
number which will be the GSA property con-
irol number followed by the symbol EIS-D
(draft) or EIS-F (final) and number as-
signed in numerical sequence to EIS's;

©. Prepare a summary sheet in accordance
with the suggested format prescribed in ap-
pendix I of the Guidelines and place it be-~
hind the EIS cover sheet prescribed in e,
below; -

d. Prepare an Index and attach behind the
summary; and

e. Propare a cover sheet for each EIS,
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statement,

SMMARY.

Draft (Final) Envirvoumental

Submitted by General Sexvices Administration
Public Buildings Sevvice
Region

1. This is an administrative nctEEpursuzmt to the Federal Property
and Administrative Services Act of 1949, as amended,

2. Brief description of action and its purposes Iudicate what States,
counties, and localities are particularly affected, and what, other
proposed Federal actions in the area, if any, are discussed in the

3, Summary of environmental impacts and adverse énvivenmental affects,
4, Summary of major alternalives considered,

5+ (For draft statements) List all ¥ederal, State, and local aggicies
and other parties from which comments have been requested, (For £inal
statements) List all Federal, State, and local agencies aud other

parties from which written comments have been received,

6. Date draft statement (and final envivonmental statement, if one
beeun issued) made available to the Council and the public,

Inguiries about this statemwent may be directed to (Nawa and address of
the Director, Real Property bivision,)

Twpact Statement

1

aas

Figure 1,

Format for Summary to Accompany Hraft

and Final Environmental Impact Statement
[ FR Doc.76-11695 Piled 4-21-76;8:45 am|

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[Notice (76-33) ]

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT

Reduction in Waiting Period Following
Release

The National Aeronautics and Space
Administration will soon release the
final environmental impact statement,
"Overland Transport of the NASA
Space Shuttle Orbiter.” NASA has re-
quested that the Council on Environ-
menfal Quality (CEQ) grant a reduc-
tlon in the waiting period following re-
lease of the final statement from 30 to 7
days, and the CEQ has granted this re-
ductgon. This announcement constitutes
vublic notice of that reduction.

A draft environmental impact state-
ment for this proposed action was pre-
pared and forwarded to the CEQ on

February 2, 1976, and its availability
announced in the FEDERAL REGISTER on
February 6, 1976 (41 FR 5456). Subse-
quent to the publication of that draft,
NASA continued its analysis and ex-
ploration of alternatives and identified
another overland route, not previously
considered. This new route, called the
western route, offers the significant ad-
vantage of traversing a right-of-way al-
ready wholly owned either by the Fed-
eral Government or the County of Los
Angeles, The right-of-way along the
western route Is sufficiently wide so that
no land acquisition or easements from
private parties would be required.
Because all other factors—technical,
cost, and physical environmental ef-
fects—for the western route are compa-
rable to those of the old (eastern) route,
for which numerous easements to private
property would have been required, it is
now proposed to use the western route.
The final environmental impact state-
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ment is being prepared identifying thaé
route for the proposed action and the
analysis described therein is based on
that route. The eastern route is included
in this final statement as an alternative.

The request to reduce the waiting pe-
riod from 30 to 7 days was made to en-
able NASA to meet program require-
ments. This reguest is warranted on the
grounds that the action will not induce
significant environmental effects, the
commenters did not pose environmental
questions of significance, and private
property would not be affected by the
action using the western route. The CEQ
has granted this request, subject to early
notification of the general public. This
announcement serves as that nolifica-
tion.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 16th
day of April 1976.

By the direction of the Administrator.

Duwarp L. Crow,
Associate Deputy Administrator,
National Aeronautics and
Space Administration.

[FR Doc.76-11675 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am]

NATIONAL COMMISSION ON
ELECTRONIC FUND TRANSFERS

NOTICE OF MEETINGS

The meetings of the National Commis-
sion on Electronic Fund Transfers sched-
uled for Friday, May 14, and Friday,
June 11, will not be held. The Commis-
sion will instead meet on Thursday, May
27, 1976. The meeting, which will be
open to public observation, will be from
10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., with a break for
lunch, and will be held at the Federal
Reserve Martin Annex Building located
on “C” Street, N.W., between 20th and
21st Streets, in Dining Room “E™ on the
Terrace Level.

The Commission has established four
committees, which will be meeting sepa-
rately, to examine the implications of
EFTS for four groups. These committees,
and the dates on which they will meet,
are set out below:

1. Committee on EFTS Users—any
consumer, industry, or government agen-
cy which makes use of EFT services.
Meeting on Friday, April 23.

2. Committee on EFTS Providers—any
financial institution or non-financial in-
stitution that does now or potentially
could offer EFT services. Meeting on Fri-
day, April 30.

3. Committee on EFTS Regulators—
any international, Federal, or state body
that regulates any aspect of the electronic
payments mechanism. Meeting on Fri-
day, May 7.

4, Committee on EFTS Suppliers—any
organization that supplies services ov
equipment to the EFTS producers. Meef-
ing on Friday, May 14.

The four scheduled committee meet-
ings will be held at the Postal Service
Building at 475 L'Enfant Plaza South-
west, Washington, D.C., beginning &t
10:00 a.m. The meeting on April 23rd
will be in Room 10374, and the meetings
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on April 30, May 7, and May 14 will be
in the Ben Franklin Meeting Room on
the 11th Floor. These meetings will be
open to public observation on a first-call
basis to the extent that limited space
permits. Any person interested in observ-
ing any of the four committee meetings
should first call Ms. Janet Miller at (202)
254-7400 to check on the availability of
space.

Dated: April 19, 1976.
James O. HOWARD, Jr.,

Advisory Commitice
Management Officer.

[FR Doc.76-11760 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[DOCKET NO. 50-292]
BOSTON EDISON CO.

Consideration of Proposed Modification to
Facility Spent Fuel Storage Pool

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(the Commission) is considering the
approval of a modification to the spent
fuel storage pool of Unit 1 of the Pilgrim
Nuclear Power Station (the facility)
operated under Facility Operating
License No. DPR~35 issued to the Boston
Edison Company (the licensee). The fa-
cility is a boiling-water reactor located
near Plymouth, Massachusetts, and is
currently authorized to operate at 1998
megawatts (thermal). ;

The proposed modification being ¢on-
sidered involves replacement of the exist-
ing racks in the spent fuel storage pool
of the facility with racks of a design
capable of accommodating up to 2500 fuel
assemblies in accordance with the licen-
see’s request dated December 17, 1975, as
supplemental by letter dated January 22,
1976. The existing racks have a capacity
for storage of 900 fuel assemblies.

If it is later determined that the modi-
fication requires changes to the facility
Technical Specifications, a license
amendment would be issued along with
approval of the modification.

Prior to approval of the proposed mod-
ification and any license amendment, if
necessary, the Commission will have
made the findings required by the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the
Act), and the Commission’s rules and
regulations.

By May 24, 1976, the licensee may file
a request for a hearing and any person
whose interest may be affected by this
proceeding may file a request for a hear-
ing in the form of a petition for leave to
intervene with respect to the approval of
the modification to the subject facility
spent fuel storage pool. Petitions for
leave to intervene must be filed under
oath or affirmation in accordance with
the provisions of Section 2.714 of 10 CFR
Part 2 of the Commission’s regulations.
A petition for leave to intervene must
set forth the interest of the petitioner in

the proceeding, how that interest may be

NOTICES

affected by the results of the proceeding,
and the petitioner’s contentions with re-
spect to the proposed action. Such peti-
tions must be filed in accordance with
the provisions of this Feseial REGISTER
Notice and Section 2.714, and must be
filed with the Secretary of the Commis-
sion, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis=-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention:
Docketing and Service Section, by the
above dale. A copy of the petition and/or
rquest for a hearing should be sent to
the Executive Legal Director, U.S. Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20555, and to Mr. Dale G. Stood-
ley, Counsel, Boston Edison Company,
800 Boylston Street, Boston, Massachu-
setts 02199, the attorney for the licensee.

A petition for leave to intervene must
be accompanied by a supporting affidavit
which identifies the specific, aspect or

aspects of the proceeding as to which -

intervention is desired and specifies with
particularity the facts on which the peti-
tioner relies as to both his interest and
his contentions with regard to each
aspect on which intervention is re-
quested. Petitions stating contentions
relating only to matters outside the
Cominission’s jurisdiction will be denied.

All petitions will be acted upon by the
Commission or licensing board, desig-
nated by the Commission or by the
Chairman of the Atomic Safety and Li-
censing Board Panel. Timely petitions
will be considered to determine whether
a hearing should be noticed or another
appropriate order issued regarding the
disposition of the petitions.

In the event that a hearing is held and
a person is permitted to intervene, he
becomes a party to the proceeding and
has the right to participate fully in the
conduct of the hearing. For example, he
may present evidence and examine and
cross-examine witnesses.

For further details with respect to this
action, see the licensee’s proposal dated
December 17, 1975, and the supplement
thereto dated January 22, 1976, which
are available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C.
and at the Plymouth Public Library on
North Street in Plymouth, Massachu-
setts 02360. The Commission’s approval
and Safety Evaluation, when issued,
may be inspected at the above locations
and a copy may be obtained upon re-
quest addressed to the U.8. Nuclear Reg-
ulatory Commission, Washington, D.C.
20555, Attention: Director, Division of
Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
15th day of April 1976,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion.
Dennis L. ZIEMANN,
Chief, Operating Reactors
Branch No. 2 Division of
Operating Reactors.

[FR Doc.76-11522 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 a.m.]
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[Docket No. 50-261]
CAROLINA POWER AND LIGHT CO.

Issuance of Amendment to Facility
Operating License

Notice is hereby given that the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the
Commission) has issued Amendment No.
20 to Facility Qperating License No,
DPR-23 issued to Carolina Power and
Light Company which revised Techni-
cal Specifications for operation of the
H. B. Robinson Steam Electric Plant
Unit No. 2, located in Darlington County,
Hartsville, South Caroclina. The amend-
ment is effective as of its date of issu-
ance.

The amendment changes the Techni-
cal Specifications to incorporate require-
ments for additional incore monitoring
and control under certain eonditions.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and require-
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (the Act), and the Com-
mission’s rules and regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate find-
ings as required by the Act and the
CFR ( Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendment. Prior public notice
of this amendment was not required since
the amendment does not involve a sig-
nificant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any sienificant environmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
§ 51.56(d)(4), an environmental state
ment, negative declaration or environ-
mental impact appraisal need not be
prepared in connection with issuance of
this amendment.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated January 14, 1976, (2)
Amendment No. 20 to License No. DPR-
23, and (3) the Commission’s related
Safety Evaluation. All of these items are
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. and
the Hartsville Memorial Library, Home
and Fifth Avenues, Hartsville, South
Carolina.

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be ob-
tained upon request addressed to the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Director,
Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, {his
13th day of April, 1976.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Comimnis~
sion,
RoBerT W. REID,
Chief, Operating Reactors
Branch No. 4 Division of
Operating Reactors.

[FR Dog¢.76-11516 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]




{Docket No, 50-3]

CONSOLIDATCD EDISON COMPANY OF
NEW YORK, INC.

issuance of Amendment to Provisional
Operating License

Notice is hereby given that the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the
Comimission) has issued Amendment No.
12 to Provisional Operating Licensé No.
DPR-5 issued to Consolidated Edison
Company of New York, Inc. which re-
vised Technical Specifications for opera-
tion of Indian Point Nuclear Generating
Unit No. 1, located in Buchanan, West-
chester County, New York. The amend-
ment is effective as of its date of issuance.

This amendment revises the provisions
of the Technical Specifications to post-
pone certain surveillance test require-
ments when there is no fuel in the
reactor.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and re-
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission's rules and regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate find-
ings as required by the Act and the Com-
mission’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR
Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendment. Prior public notice
of this amendment was not required since
the amendment does not involve a signif-
icant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
§51.5(d)(4) an environmental state-
ment, negative declaration or environ-
mental impact appraisal need not be pre-
pared in connection with issuance of this
amendment.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for amend-
ment submitted by letter dated April 6,
1976, (2) Amendment No. 12 to License
No. DPR-5, and (3) the Commission’s
related Safety Evaluation. All of these
items are available for public inspection
4t the Commission’s Public Document
Room, 1717 H Street NW., Washington,
D_.C., and at the Hendrick Hudson Free
Library, 31 Albany Post Road, Montrose,
New York.

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be
obtained upon request addressed to the
US. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di-
rector, Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 13
day of April, 1976.
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion,
. RoreErT W. REID,
Chief, Operating Reactors
Branch No, 4, Division of
Operating Reactors.

¥R Doc.76-11517 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

[Docket Nos. STN 50-488, et al.]
Evidentiary Hearing

A hearing will commence at 10 a.m.
April 26, 1976, in the Auditorium, Brock

NOTICES

Building, North Main Street, Mocksville,
North Carolina, to receive evidence relat-
ing to the application of Duke Power
Company for permits to construct three
nuclear reactors in Davie County, North
Caroling. To be considered at this hear-
ing are whether or not the site proposed
for the reactors is suitable from the
standpoint of radiological health and
safety and issues relating to environ-
mental matters.

The public is invited to attend. Any
person who has asked to make a limited
appearance may state his views or file a
written statement at the time and place
above set out or at such later time as the
Board may designate,

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
15th day of April 1976.
For the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board.
Freperic J. COUFAL,
Chairman.
IFR Doc.76-11518 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. 50-518, 50-517]

LONG ISLAND LIGHTING CO.
Order Scheduling a Prehearing Conference

Before the Atomic Safety and Licens-
ing Board.

Pursuant to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission Rule, 10 CFR § 2.752, a pre-
hearing conference will be held at 9:30
a.m. (Jocal time) on April 29, 1976, at the
Holiday Inn of Riverhead, Exit 72, Long
Island Expressway, Riverhead, Long
Island, New York. The conference will be
reconvened at 9:30 a.m. on April 30,
1976, if necessary.

At this conference consideration will
be given to the matters enumerated in

'said Rule as well as to the submissions
‘adverted to in this Board's Order issued

on April 1, 1976, (In addition to the copies
to be filed with the Commission, single
copies of the submissions due to be filed
under paragraph Ic. of the Order issued
on April 1, 1976, should be mailed di-
rectly to the individual Board members
on or before April 22, 1976).

The public is invited. No limited ap-
pearance statements will be taken at this
prehearing conference but will be called
for later at the evidentiary hearing.

It is so ordered.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
16th day of April, 1976.
For the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board.
SHELDON J. WOLFE,
Chairman.
|FR Doc.76-11519 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am)

-

|Docket No. 50-263]
NORTHERN STATES POWER CO.
Issuance of Amendment to Provisional
Operating License

Notice is hereby given that the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the
Commission) has issued Amendment No.
18 to Provisional Operating License No.
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DPR-22, 1ssued to the Northern States
Power Company (the licensee), which
revised Technical Specifications for op-
eration of the Monticello Nuclear Gen-
erating Plant (the facility) located in
Wright County, Minnesota.

This amendment added & new auto-
majtic isolatior. valve and modified the
usage of existing automatic isolation
valves. These valves will be utilized as
part of the nitrogen recireulation system.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and require-
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (the Act), and the Com-
mission’s rules and vregulations. The
Commission has made appropriate find-
ings as required by the Act and the Com-
mission’s rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in
the license amendment. Prior public no-
tice of this amendment was not required
since the amendment does not involye a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
§51.5(d)(4) an environmental state-
ment, negative declaration or environ-
mental impact appraisal need not be
prepared in connection with issuance of
this amendment.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated March 11, 1976, (2)
Amendment No. 18 to License No. DPR~-
22, and (3) the Commission’s concur-
rently issued Safety Evaluation. All of
these items are available for public in-
spection at the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. and at the Environ-
mental Conservation Library, Minneap-
olis Public Library, 300 Nicollet Mall,
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55401. A copy
of items (2) and (3) may be obtained
upon request addressed to the United
States Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention:
Director, Division of Operating Reactors,

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
14th day of April 1976.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
gion,
Ricaarp D. SILVER,
Acling Chiej, Operating Reac-
tors Branch No. 2, Division
of Operating Reactors,

[FR Doe.76-11520 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

[Docket Nos. STN 50-522, STN 50-523]

PUGET SOUND POWER AND LIGHT
CO., ET AL.

Order Convening Hearings on June 2, 1976
and July 7, 1976 §

In the matter of Puget Sound Power
and Light Co., Portland General Electric
Co., Pacific Power and Light Co., and
the Washington«Water Power Co.

Evidentiary hearings in this proceed-
ing were recessed on August 8, 1975 sub-
ject to an order to reconvene the hear-
ings after the preparation of additional
data by both Puget Sound Power and
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Light Company, et al. (Applicants) and
the Regulatory Staff of the Commission.
Bince the time of that recess, the Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board has received
interim reports from the parties respect-
ing the preparation of data and readiness
to proceed to further hearings. The Board
has been advised that in addition to a
prehearing conference on May 12, 1976,
the parties are ready to proceed at two
evidentiary sessions, separated neces-
sarily by a recess due to previous com-
mitments by attorneys in other cases.
‘The parties have stipulated for readiness
on & session June 2 through June 4, 1976,
and a second session July 7 through July
16, 1976.

The Board suggests to the parties that
Saturday, June 5th, and Saturday, July
17th, also be included.

The Board finds- that developments
and progress by the parties in prepara-
tion of data provide good cause for des-
ignating firm dates for two further evi-

_dentiary hearings, the first to convene
on June 2, 1976, and the second to con-
vene on July 7, 1976.

Wherefore, it is ordered, in accordance
with the Atomic Energy Act, as amended,
and the Rules of Practice of the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission that two sessions
of evidentiary hearings shall convene in
this proceeding as follows:

1. The first of the resumed sessions of
evidentiary hearings shall convene at
9:00 a.m. on Wednesday, June 2, 1976, in
Courtroom 2866.

2. The second of the resumed sessions
of evidentiary hearings shall convene at
9:00 a.m. on Wednesday, July 7, 1976 in
Courtroom 3086.

Both sessions of the resumed eviden-
tiary hearings shall convene on the afore
said times, dates and courtrooms in the
New Federal Building, 915 Second Ave-
nue, Seattle, Washington 98174,

Issued: April 16, 1976, Bethesda,
Maryland.

ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENS-
ING BOARD,
SamueL 'W. JENSCH,
Chairman.

[FR Doc.76-11521 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. STN 50-522, STN 50-523]

PUGET SOUND POWER AND LIGHT
CO., ET AL

Order Convening Special Prehearing
Conference

In the matter of Puget Sound Power,
and Light Co., Portland General Electric
Co., Pacific Power and Light Co., and The
Washingfton Water Power Co.

The Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board has heretofore issued an addi-
tional Notice of Hearing in this proceed-
ing related to the application by Port-
land General Electric Company to be-
come a party to this proceeding, and to
be substituted as part facility owner in
lieu of Washington Public Power Supply
System. The Notice also provided for per-

sons not presently parties to participate

FEDERAL
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in the proceeding in accordance with the
Rules of Practice of the Commission. The
Rules permit participation either by way
of formal intervention or by way of
presentation of statements through a
process identified as limited appearance.
In response to the Amended Notice of
Hearing, two filings have been made, one
a described petition to Intervene by
Coalition for Safe Power (CFSP)_ and
Forelaws on Board (FOB) and, a second,
a letter which states that it is a petition
to intervene, signed by Al Bailey, which
contains certain descriptive material of
interest in the proceeding and many
assertions stated to be contentions.
Neither the stated petition nor letter has
been verified in the form required by the
Rules of Practice.

The Answers to the foregoing filings
which have been made by the Applicants
(Puget Sound Power and Light Com-
pany, et al.) and the Regulatory Staff set
forth various objections as to form and
alleged lack of specificity in asserted con-
tentions and other considerations, prin-
cipally directed to the fact that the
Amended Notice of Hearing provides for
participation by parties related solely to
the additional issues raised by the ap-
plication of Portland General Electric
Company to become 8 party applicant in
this proceeding. Both the Applicants and
the Regulatory Staff request that a pre-
hearing conference be convened to con-
sider the scope and interest of the per-
sons submitting the filings seeking par-
ticipation.

The Applicants assert that the ruling
of the Appeal Board in re Cincinnati Gas
and Electric Comany (ALAB-305), slip
op. on page 8 indicates the desirability of
convening a special prehearing confer-
ence to consider all requests to intervene
before issuing rulings on the alleged peti-
tions. ALAB refers to the special pre-
hearing conference as a necessity and
presumably any rulings without the con-
ference would be prima facie invalid.
While many of the objections could be
considered before a special prehearing
conference, the variance in suggestions
from parties in many of the proceedings
respecting asserted petitions (the Staff
herein has suggested that the Bailey let-
ter petition be denied without a special
prehearing conference) and the flexi-
bility urged to permit corrections to and
additions to the said petitions persuades
this Board to convene & special prehear-
ing conference.

The Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board, In accordance with the Rules of
Practice of the Commission, has inquired
of the existing parties respecting a con-
venient date to convene a prehearing
conference and has determined that
Wednesday, May 12, 1976 is convenient.

Wherefore, it is ordered, in accord-
ance with the Atomic Energy Act, as
amended, and the Rules of Practice of
the Commission, particularly 10 CFR
Section 2.751a, that a special prehearing
conference in this proceeding shall con-
vene at 9:00 a.m. on Wednesday, May 12,
1976 in Courtroom 3086 of the New Fed-~

eral Building, 915 Second Avenue,
Seattle, Washington 98174, to consider
the filings made by Coalition for Safe
Power and Forelaws on Board, and by
Al Bailey seeking permission to partici-
pate as intervenors in this proceeding.
This special prehearing conference shall
consider the items specified for considera-
tion by 10 CFR Section 2.751a.

Issued: April 15, 1976, Bethesda, Mary-
land.

ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENS-
ING BOARD,
SamuEL W. JENSCH,
Chairman.

[FR Doc.76-11523 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am ]

[Docket Nos. 50-338 OL, 50-383 OL]
VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO.
Order

A petition in intervention has been filed
herein by Sun Shipbuilding and Dry
Dock Company. The Applicant opposes
the petition and the Staff feels the peti-
tion insufficient. The Board is of the
oinion that oral argument by the parties
would be helpful to resolve the issue.
Accordingly,

It is ordered that a prehearing con-
ference will be held at 2 p.m. on May 7,
1976, in the NRC Hearing Room, 4350
East West Highway, 5th Floor, Bethesda,
Maryland, to consider matters set forth
in 10 CFR Section 2.7561a with particu-
lar emphasis on the petition to intervene
heretofore described.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
16th day of April 1976.

For the Atomic Safety and Licens-
ing Board.

FREDERIC J. COUFAL,
Chairman.

[FR Doo.76-11524 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am]

{Docket Nos. 50-269, 50-270, and 50-287]
DUKE POWER CO.

Issuance of Amendments to Facility
Operating Licenses

Notice is herehy given that the US.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the
Commission) has issued Amendment
Nos, 22, 22, and 19 to Facility Operating
License Nos. DPR-38, DPR-47, and DPR-
55, respectively, issued to Duke Power
Company which revised Technical Speci-
fications for operation of the Oconee
Nuclear Station, Units 1, 2, and 3, lo-
cated in Oconee County, South Carolina.
The amendments are effective as of their
dates of issuance.

The amendments permit a revision in
the methods utilized to monitor fish im-
pingement,

The application for the amendments
complies with the standards and require-
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (the Act), and the Commis-
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com-
mission has made sppropriate findings
as required by the Act and the Commis-
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sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR
Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendments. Prior public notice
of these amendments is not required
since the amendments do not involve a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuiance of these amendments will
not result. in any significant environ-
mental impact and that pursuant to 10
CFR §51.5(d)(4) an environmental
statement, negative declaration or envi-
ronmental impact appraisal need not be
prepared in connection with issuance of
these amendments.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application {for
amendment dated May 20, 1975, and (2)
Amendment Nos. 22, 22, and 19 to License
Nos. DPR-38, DPR-47, and DPR-55, re-
spectively. These items are available for
public. inspection at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street
NW., Washington, D.C., and at the
Oconee County Library, 201 South Spring
Street, Walhalla, South Carolina.

A copy of items 2 may be obtained upon
request addressed to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 205655, Attention: Director, Division
of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 9th
day of April 1976,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
slon.
ROBERT A. PURPLE,
Chief, Operating Reactors
Branch 1, Division of Operat-
ing Reactors.

[FR D0c.76-11276 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 50-541]
GENERAL ATOMIC COMPANY
Issuance of Facility Export License

Please take notice that no request for
a hearing or a petition for leave to inter-
vene having been filed following publica-
tlon of notice of proposed action in the
FEDERAL REGISTER on August 18, 1975 (40
FR 160) and the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission having found that:

(a)" The appHeation filed by General
Atomic Company Docket No. 50-541,
complies with the requirements of the
Act, and the Commission’s regulations
set forth in Title 10, Chapter I, Code of
Federal Regulations, and

(b) The reactor proposed to be ex-
ported is a utilization facility as defined
in said Act and regulations,
the Commission has issued License No.
XR-108 to General Atomic Company,
San Jose, California, authorizing the ex-
port of a research reactor with a thermal
bower level of 250 kilowatts to the Tech-
nical University of Istanbul, Istanbul,
Turkey.

The export of this reactor to Turkey
Is within the purview of the present
Agreement for Cooperation Between the
Government of the United States of
America and the Government of Turkey
Concerning Civil Uses of Atomic Energy.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
12th day of April, 1976.

NOTICES

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-

sion.
G. WayNe KRR,
Chief, Agreements and Exports
Branch Division of Fuel Cycle
and Material Safety.

[FR Doc.76-11275 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 50-321]

GEORGIA POWER CO. AND OGLETHORPE
ELECTRIC MEMBERSHIP CORP,

Issuance of Amendment to Facility
Operating Licqnse

Notice is hereby given that the US.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the
Commission) has issued Amendment No.
30 to Facility Operating License No.
DPR-57 issued to Georgia Power Com-
pany and Oglethorpe Electric Member-
ship Corporation, which revised Techni-
cal Specifications for operation of the
Edwin I. Hatch Nuclear Plant, Unit 1, lo-
cated in Appling County, Georgia. The
amendment is effective as of its date of
issuance.

The amendment consists of changes to
the Technical Specifications which will
clarify instrumentation operability re-
quirements during periods of funetional
testing and calibration.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and require-
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (the Act), and the Commis-
sion’s rules and regulations, The Com-
mission has made appropriate findings as
required by the Act and the Commis-
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR
Chapter I, which are set forth in the li-
cense amendment. Prior public notice
of this amendment is not required since
the amendment does not involve a sig-
nificant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
§51.5(d) (4) an environmental state-
ment, negative declaration or environ-
mental impact appraisal need not be
prepared in connection with issuance of
this amendmerit,

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated February 18, 1976 (2)
Amendment No. 30 to License No. DPR-
57 and (3) the Commission’s related
Safety Evaluation. All of these items are
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C.,
and at the Appling County Public Li-
brary, Parker Street, Baxley, Georgia
31513.

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be
obtained upon request addressed to the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di-
rector, Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
13th day of April 1976. B

iFox' The Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion,

WALTER A. PAULSOR,
Acting Chief, Operating Reac-
tors Branch Number 3, Divi-
sion of Operating Reactors.

[FR Doc.76-11272 Piled 4-21-76:8:45 am]
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[Docket No, 50-219]
JERSEY CENTRAL POWER AND LIGHT CO.

Consideration of Proposed Modification to
Facility Spent Fuel Storage Pool

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(the Commission) is considering issu-
ance of an amendment to Provisional
Operating License No. DPR-16 issued to
Jersey Central Power & Light Company
(the licensee), for operation of the
Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating Sta-
tion, located in Ocean County, New
Jersey.

In accordance with the licensee's ap-
plication for license amendment dated
March 18, 1976, the proposed amendment
would add revisions to the Technical
Specifications relating to the use of new
spent fuel storage racks. The proposed
revisions to the Technical Specifications
would allow a closer design center-to-
center spacing hetween stored fuel as-
semblies by modifying the specified ef-
fective neutron multiplication factor,
The proposed modifications would in-
crease the spent fuel storage eapacity
from 840 to 1800 fuel assemblies.

Prior to issuance of the proposed li-
cense amendment, the Commission will
have made the findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act), and the Commission’s rules
and regulations.

By May 24, 1976, the licensee may file
a request for a hearing and any person
whose interest may be affected by this
proceeding may file a request for a hear-
ing in the form of a petition for leave to
intervene with respeet to the issuance
of the amendment o the subject provi-
sional operating license. Petitions for
leave to intervene must be filed under
oafh or affirmation in accordance with
the provisions of Section 2.714 of 10 CFR
Part 2 of the Commission’s regulations.
A petition for leave to intervene must set
forth the interest of the petitioner in the
proceeding, how that interest may be
affected by the results of the proceeding,
and the petitioner’s contentions with re-
spect to the proposed licensing action.
Such petitions must be filed in accord-
ance with the provisions of this FEDERAL
REGISTER notice and Section 2.714, and
must be filed with the Secretary of the
Commission, , U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, At-
tention: Docketing and Service Section,
by the above date. A copy of the peti-
tion and/or request for a hearing should
be sent to the Executive Legal Director,
U.B. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, and to G. F.
Trowbridge, Esquire, Shaw, Pittman,
Potts and Trowbridge, Barr Building,
910 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C.,
the attorney for the licensee,

A petition for leave to intervene must
be accompanied by a supporting affida-~
vit which identifies the specific aspect
or aspects of the proceeding as to which
intervention is desired and specifies with
particularity the facts on which the
petitioner relies as to both his interest
and his contentions with regard to each
aspect on which intervention is re-
quested, Petitions stating contentions re-
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lating only to matters outside the Com-
mission’s jurisdiction will be denied.

All petitions will be acted upon by the
Commission or licensing board, desig-
nated by the Commission or by the
Chairman of the Atomic Safety and Li-
censing Board Panel. Timely petitions
will be considered to determine whether
a hearing should be noticed or another
appropriate order issued regarding the
disposition of the petitions.

In the event that a hearing is held and
a person is permitted to intervene, he
becomes a party to the proceeding and
has a right to participate fully in the
conduct of the hearing. For example,
he may present evidence and examine
and cross-examine witnesses.

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for amend-
ment dated March 18, 1976, which is
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C.,
and at the Ocean County Library, 15
Hooper Avenue, Toms River, New Jersey.
The license amendment and the Safety
Evaluation, when issued, may be in-
spected at the above locations and a copy
may be obtained upon request ad-
dressed to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
Aftention: Director, Division of Oper-
ating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
13th day of April 1976.

i.':"ox' the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
gion,
WALTER A. PAULSON,
Acting Chief, Operating Reac-
tors Branch No. 3, Division of
Operaling Reactors.

[FR Doc.76-11273 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 aml

[Docket No. 50-285]
OMAHA PUBLIC POWER DISTRICT

Proposed Issuance of Amendment to
Facility Operating License

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(the Commission) is considering issuance
of an amendment to Facility Operating
License No. DPR-40 issued to Omaha
Public Power District (the licensee) , for
operation of the Fort Calhoun Station
Unit No. 1, located in Washington
County, Nebraska.

The proposed amendment would mod-
ify those portions of the Technical Speci-
fications which specify the operational
requirements of the in-core neutron flux
measuring system. The proposed changes
would specify more definitive incore de-
tector operability requirements than are
included in the present Technical Speci-
fications, in accordance with the licen-
see’s application for amendment dated
December 1, 1975.

Prior to issuance of the proposed 1i-
cense amendment, the Commission will
have made the findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act) and the Commission’s rules
and regulations.

By May 24, 1976, the licensee may file
a request for a hearing and any person
whose interest may be affected by this
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proceeding may file a request for a hear-
ing in the form of a petition for leave
to intervene with respect to the issuance
of the amendment to the subject facility
operating license. Petitions for leave to
intervene must be filed under oath or
affirmation in accordance with the pro-
visions of Section 2.714 of 10 CFR Part
2 of the Commission’s regulations. A pe-
tition for leave to interveme must set
forth the interest of the petitioner in the
proceeding, how that interest may be af-
fected by the results of the proceeding,
and the petitioner’s contentions with re-
spect to the proposed licensing action.
Such petitions must be filed in accord-
ance with the provisions of this FEDERAL
REGISTER notice and Section 2.714, and
must be flled with the Secretary of the
Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, At~
tention: Docketing and Service Section,
by the above date. A copy of the petition
and/or request for a hearing should be
sent to the Executive Legal Director, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20555, and to Hope Babcock,
Esquire, LeBoeuf, Lamb, Leiby & Mac-
Rae, 1757 N Street NW., Washington,
D.C. 20036, the attorney for the licensee.

A petition for leave to intervene mu§t
be accompanied by a supporting affidavit
which identifies the specific aspect or as-
pects of the proceeding as to which in-
tervention is desired and specifies with
particularity the facts on which the peti-
tioner relies as to both his interest and
his contentions with regard to each as-
pect on which intervention is requested.
Petitions stating contentions relating
only to matters outside the Commission’s
jurisdiction will be denied.

All petitions will be acted upon by the
Commission or licensing hoard, desig-
nated by the Commission or by the Chair-
man of the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board Panel. Timely petitions will be
considered to determine whether a hear-
ing should be noticed or another appro-
priate order issued regarding the disposi-
tion of the petitions. 2

In the event that a hearing is held
and a person is permitted to intervene,
he becomes a party to the proceeding
and has a right to participate fully in
the conduct of the hearing. For example,
he may present evidence and examine
and cross-examine witnesses.

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for amend-
ment dated December 1, 1975, which is
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C,,
and at the Blair Public Library, ATTN:
Mr. Leona Hansen, Librarian, 1665 Lin-
coln Street, Blair, Nebraska 68008. The
license amendment and the Safety Eval-
uation, when issued, may be inspected
at the abhove locations and & copy may
be obtained upon request addressed to
the U.8. Nuclear ngulntory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di-
rector, Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 13
day of April 1976.
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For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion.
GEORGE LEAR,
Chief, Operating Reactors
Branch No. 3, Division of Op-
erating Reactors.

| FR Doc.76-11274 Flled 4-2-76;8:45 am |

REGULATORY GUIDE
Issuance and Availability

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission

has issued a guide iIn its Regulatory
Guide Series. This series has been de-
veloped to describe and make available
to the public methods acceptable to the
NRC staff of implementing specific parts
of the Commission’s regulations and, in
some cases, to delineate techniques used
by the saffff in evaluating specific prob-
lems or postulated accidents and to pro-
vide guidance to applicants concerning
certain of the information needed by the
staff in its review of applications for
permits and licenses.
. Regulatory Guide 194, Revision 1,
“Quality Assurance Requirements for
Installation, Inspection, and Testing of
Structural Concrete and Structural Steel
During the Construction Phase of Nu-
clear Power Plants,” describes a method
acceptable to the NRC stafl for comply-
ing with the Commission’s regulations
with regard to quality assurance require-
ments for installation, inspection, and
testing of structural concrete and struc-
tural steel during the construction phase
of all types of nuclear power plants. This
guide endorses ANSI Standard N45.2.5-
1974, “Supplementary Quality Assurance
Requiremements for Installation, Inspec-
tion, and Testing of Structural Concrete
and Structural Steel During the Con-
struction Phase of Nuclear Power
Plants.”

Comments and suggestions in connec-
tion with (1) items for inclusion in
guides currently being developed or (2)
improvements in all published guides are
encouraged at any time. Comments
should be sent to the Secretary of the
Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555
Attention; Docketing and Service
Section.

Regulatory guides are available for in-
spection at the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. Requests for single
copies of issued guides (which may be
reproduced) or for placement on an
automatic distribution list for single
copies of future guides should be made In
writing to the Director, Office of Stand-
ards Development, U.S. Nuclear Regu-
Jatory Commission, Washington, D.C.
20555. Telephone requests cannot be ac-
commodated. Regulatory guides are 1ot
copyrighted and Commission approval s
not required to reproduce them.

(5 U.8.0. 562(n))

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 131
day of April 1876.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion.

ROBERT B, MINOGUE,
Director,
Office of Standards Development.
[FR Doc.76-11277 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 8m]
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[Docket No. 40-8084]
RIO ALGOM CORP.

Availability of Fina: Environmental
Statement for the Humeca Uranium Mill

Pursuant to the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 and the United
States Nuclear Regulatory Commission's
regulations in 10 CFR Part 51, notice is
hereby given that the Final Environ-
mental Statement prepared by the Com-
mission’s Office of Nuclear Material
Safety and Safeguards, related to the
proposed issuance of a license for the
Humeca Uranium Mill located in San
Juan County, Utah, is available for in-
spection by the Public in the Commis-
sion’s Public Document Room at 1717 H
Street NW., Washington, D.C., and in the
San Juan County Library, Monticello,
Utah. The Final Environmental State-
ment is also being made available to the
public at the Utah State Clearinghouse,
Utah Planning Coordinator, Office of the
Governor, State Capitol Building, Salt
Lake City 84114 and the Southeastern
Utah Association of Governments, Post
Office Box 686, 109 S. Carbon Avenue,
Price, Utah 84501.

The notice of availability of the Draft
Environmental Statement for the
Humeca Uranium Mill and requests for
comments from interested persons was
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER on
December 15, 1972 (37 FR 26748). The
comments received from Federal agen-
cies, State and local officials, and inter-
ested members of the public have been
included as appendices to the Final En~
vironmental Statement.

Copies of the Final Environmental
Statement (Document No. NUREG-
0046) may be purchased on or about May
5, 1976, for $16.25 a printed copy and
$2.25 for microfiche from the Technical
Information Service, Springfield, Vir-
ginia 22161,

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
14th day of April, 1976.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis~
sion
RicaARD B. CHITWOOD,
Chief, Facility Environmental
Assessment Branch, Division
of Fuel Cycle and Malerial
Sajety.

IFR Doc.76-11271 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am]

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION
SAFETY BOARD

[N-AR 76-17]

AIRCRAFT ACCIDENT REPORT AND
BRIEFS; RESPONSES TO SAFETY REC-
OMMENDATIONS

Availability and Receipt

Airerajt Accident Report. The Na-
tional Transportation Safety Board re-
ported April 16 that loss of control of
a heavily loaded aireraft at an altitude
too low for recovery caused the National
Park Service charter plane crash near
Kijik, Alaska, last September 12. The re-
port, No. NSB-AAR-76-6, indicates that
although the reasons for the loss of con-
trol of the DeHavilland Beaver DHC-2

could not be determined, the Safety

Board believes that control was lost when
the pilot became preoccupied while con-
ducting sightseeing activities and inad-
vertently stalled the aircraft. The Safety
Board expresses concern regarding the
aircraft owner's (Ketchum Air Service,
Inc.) “inadequate flight following and
his late notification of the missing air-
craft.” Also, the Safety Board believes
that the Office of Aircraft Services of the
U.S. Department of Commerce should
enforce its requirement for flight plans
to be filed with the Federal' Aviation
Administration where FAA facilities are
available. As a result of this accident,
on January 22 OAS sent a “Safety Man-
agement Release” No. 5) to all OAS-ap-
proved air taxi operators.

Aireraft Accident Briefs. Issue No. 2,
“Aircraft Accident Reports, Brief For-
mat, U.S. Civilian Aviation—1955," was
released April 15, 1976. This volume con-
tains a computer-printed synopsis of the
findings and probable cause(s) of 899
general aviation accidents which occur-
red in the United States last year.

The brief reports in this publication
contain essential information concerning
the accidents reported; more detailed
data may be obtained from the original
factual reports on file in the Washington
Office of the Safety Board. Upon request,
factual reports will be reproduced com-
mercially at an average cost of 23¢ per
page for printed matter, $1.25 per page
for black and white photographs, and
$4.00 per page for color photographs, plus
postage. Minimum reproduction charge
is $2.00; an additional $4.00 user-service
charge will be made for each order. Re~
quests should be directed to the Public
Inquiries Section, National Transporta-
tion Safety Board, Washington, D.C.
20594, The requester must provide the
following information concerning the ac-
cident: (1) Date and place of occurrence,
(2) type of aircraft and registration
number, and (3) name of pilot.

The 1975 Issue No. 2 volume may be
purchased from the National Technical
Information Service, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Springfield, Virginia 22151.

Letiers in Response to Safety Recom-
mendations. The Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, in a response dated April 9
to recommengation A-76-58 (41 FR
14953, April 8, 1976), states that a com-
prehensive study of the human faflure
aspects of air trafiic control system errors
is underway. FAA indicates that the
automated data base, essential to sophis-
ticated analytical studies, was begun in
June 1975 and completed April 1, 1976.
Analyses of the many aspects of system
errors have been initiated, and results
will be available by midyear 1976, accord-
ing to FAA.

The Federal Railroad Administration’s
letter of April 8 is in further response to
recommendation H-74-29, issued in re-
port NTSB-HAR-74-3 relative to an
automobile intrusion onto the Long Is-
land Railroad electrified tracks and fire,
Garden City, New York, August 8, 1973.
The recommendation asked that FRA
and the Long Island Railroad develop
procedures and equipment by which
emergency rescue personnel can safely
short circuit the electrified tracks when
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there: is a need for immediate power
shutdown to facilitate rescue efforts.
FRA states, “Due to the complexities in-
volved with catenary and third rail power
supply, the FRA has been conducting
considerable research in this area.”
FRA's field force is consulting with the
railroad “to explore the operational con-
slderations as well as the emergency
procedures invelved when there is a need
for immediate shutdown fo facilitate
rescue efforts,” according to the letter.

The U.S. Coast Guard letter of April 8
updates response to recommendsation
M-75-3, issued as a result of investiga-
tion into the grounding of the SS Hillyer
Brown at Cold Bay, Alaska, March 7,
1973. Coast Guard states, "“The Marine
Traffic Requirements, now entitled Navi-
gation Safety Regulations, spoken to in
our previous response of 28 October 1975
on this recommendation will be pub-
lished as a Notice of Proposed Rulemak-
ing this fiscal year.” (See 40 FR 52892,
November-13, 1875.)

Also from the Coast Guard, letter of
April 9, is an update on recommenda-
tion M-T74-3, issued after investigation
into the collision of the Tug Carolyn and
Barge Weeks No. 254 with the Chesa-
peake Bay Bridge and Tunnel, Septem-
ber 21, 1972, The Coast Guard advises
that a joint Coast Guard/Towing Indus-
try Advisory Committee study group has
been formed to develop operating man-
uals for towing vessels. The results of
this study will be used to provide the
material for operating manuals to be
published and distributed by the Coast
Guard during 1977.

The Polk School District, State of
Georgia, addressee of recommendation
H-75-117, advises by letter of April 1 that
its Director of Transportation is pe-
riodically checking railroad crossings
used by school buses in Polk County.
These checks are done at varying times
in the morning and afternoon, with no
advance notice to the drivers, to insure
compliance of both State and local regu-
lations. No written records are made un-
less violations are observed, according to
the letter, In addition to the field checks,
all drivers have been required to submit
to safety programs conducted by the
Georgia State Patrol, the State Depart-
ment of Education, and Polk School Dis-
trict. Recommendation H-75-17 was is-
sued in the Safety Report on the colli-
gsion of a Southern Railway work train
with a Polk District schoolbus at Aragon,
Georgia, October 23, 1974, (See 40 FR
42247, September 11, 1975.)

The Safety Board on April 9 replied to
the Federal Aviation Administration’s
letter of April 2 regarding recommenda-
tions A-76-59 through 64. (See 41 FR
15922, April 15, 1976.) According to the
letter, the Board is in general agreement
with the long-term actions contemplated
by FAA regarding airworthiness and safe
operation of the CF6 engine and is also
aware of the testing being conducted at
General Electric to identify and remedy
the cause of overpressure in the CF6 en-
gine. The Board states, “* * * the bird
ingestion tests should be conducted in
accordance with AC 33-1A at the con-
clusion of the present testing efforts to
permit the findings from the imbalance

tests to be analyzed and corrective meas-
ures incorporated in the CF8 prior to
bird ingestion tests.” Further, the Board
states that the final assessment of bird
ingestion tolerance of the CF6 should be
demonstrated in accordance with the
standards of AC 33-1A to assure that
secondary damage to the core engine can
be evaluated under controlled test con-
ditions. The Board concludes that, until
bird ingestion tests have been completed
and needed modifications of the engine
undertaken, recommendation A-T76-62,
proposing establishment of bird patrols
to sweep runways used by CF6-powered
aireraft at airports having a known bird
problem, is the immediate action needed
to deal with this particular aviation
hazard.

The aviation accident report is avail-
able to the general public; single copies
may be obtained without charge. Copies
of the letters responding to recommen-
dations may be obtained at a cost of $4.00
for service and 10¢ per page for repro-
duction. All requests must be in writing,
identified by report or recommendation
number and date of publication of this
FeperAL REcIsTER notice. Address inquir-
ies to; Publications Unit, National Trans-
portation Safety Board, Washington,
D.C. 20594,

Multiple copies of the accident report
may be purchased by mail from the Na-
tional Technical Information Service,
U.S. Department of Commerce, Spring-
field, Virginia 22151,

(Secs. 304 (a) (2) end 807 of the Independent

Safety Board Act of 1974 (Pub. L, 3-633, 88
Stat. 2169, 2172 (49 U.S.C. 1903, 1906) )

MARGARET L. FISHER,
Federal Register Liaison Officer.

Arrin 19, 1976,
|FR Doc.76-11685 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET

BUSINESS ADVISORY COUNCIL ON
FEDERAL REPORTS

Public Meeting

Pursuant to Pub, L. 92-463, notice is
hereby given of a meeting of a panel of
the Business Advisory Council on Federal
Reports to be held in Room 2010, New
Executive Office Building, 726 Jackson
Place, N.W., Washington, D.C., on Fri-
day, May 14, 1976, at 10:00 a.m,

The purpose of the meeting is to ad-
vise the Statistical Policy Division of the
Office of Management and Budget con-
cerning reporting problems associated
with the proposed Bureau of the Census'
1976 Recordkeeping Practices Survey
(Mailout Forms), Forms S-427 and S-
429. The meeting will be open to public
observation and participation.

Further information regarding the
meeting may be obtained from the Sta-
tistical Policy Division, Office of Man-
agement and Budget, Room 10208, New
Executive Office Building, Washington,
D.C. 20503, Telephone (202) 395-5631.

VELMA N. BALDWIN,
Assistant to the Director
for Administralion.

| FR Doe.76-11657 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notice No, 31]

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS
ApriIr 19, 1976.

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone-
ment, cancellation or oral argument ap-
pear below and will be published only
once. This list contains prospective as-
signments only and does not include
cases previously assigned hearing dates.
The hearings will be on the issuds as
presently reflected in the Official Docket
of the Commission. An attempt will be
made to publish notices of cancellation
of hearings as promptly as possible, but
interesbed parties should take appropri-
ate steps to insure that they are notified
of cancellation or postponements of
hearings in which they are interested.

MC 61692 Sub 872, Jenkins TruckiLines, Inc.,
now assigned May 18, 1976, at Columbus,
Ohlo, will be held in Room 235, Federal
Bldg,, U.8. Courthouse, 85 Marcon! Blyd.

MC-O 8831, Associated Truck Lines, Inc. Et
AL V. Lyons Transportation Lines, Inc. Et
Al, Now Assigned May 24, 1976, at Colum-
bus, Ohlo; Will be held in Room 235, Fed-~
eval Bldg, & U.S. Courthouse, 85 Marconi
Blvd.

MC-F 12666 Fischbach Trucking Co.—Con-
trol and Merger—Coyle Trucking Co., And
Peck Movers, Inc,, MC 111398 Sub 15 and
Sub 16, Fischbach Trucking Co., now as-
slgned May 26, 1976, at Columbus, Ohio,
will be held in Room 235, Federal Bldg. &
US8. Courthouse, 85 Marconi Blvd.

MO 106603 Sub 146, Direct Transit Lines, Inc,,
now assigned May 19, 1876, at Columbus,
Ohlo, will be held in Roomb 235, Federal
Bldg. & U.S., Courthouse, 85 Marcon! Blvd.

MO 135284 Sub 4, Fleetwood Transportation
Corp., now assigned May 20, 1976, at Co-
lumbus, Ohlo, will be held in Room 235,
Federal Bldg. & U.S. Courthouse, 85 Mar-
conl Blvd,

MO 136348 Sub 65, Milton Transportation
Inc, now assigned May 21, 1976, at Colum-
bus, Ohio, will be held In Room 235 Fed-
grlnld Bldg, & U.S. Courthouse, 85 Marconl

va,

FF 476, Astro Alr Express, Inc., now assigned
May 19, 1976 at Chicago, Ill,, will be held
in Room 1814, Court of Clalms, Everett
McKinley Dirksen Bullding, 219 S. Dear-
born 8¢, g

MC 123407 (8ub-No. 265), Sawyer Transport,
Inc.,, now assigned May 18, 1976, at Chi-
cago, Ill,, will be held in Room 1614, Court
of Claims, Everett McKinley Dirksen Bulld-
ing, 219 8. Dearborn St.

MC 140484 Sub 10, Lester Coggins Trucking,
Ine,, now assigned May 24, 1076, at Chi-
cago, Ill, will be held in Room 1086A, Ev-
erett McKinley Dirksen Bullding, 219 8,
Dearborn St.

MC-F12653, Roadway Express, Inc—Pur-
chase—Portion of Key Line Freight, Inc,,
now assigned May 26, 1976, at Chicago,
UL, will be held in Room 1086A, Everett
McKinley Dirksen Building, 219 8. Dear-
born Street,

MC 139495 Sub 93, National Carriers, Inc.,
low assigned April 27, 1976, at Chicago, 111,
15 canceled and application dismissed,

MC 134328 (Sub 80), Jay Lines, Inc. now be-
Ing assigned July 20, 1976 (1 day) at Dal-
128, Texag tn hearing room to be later
designated,

MO 107678 (Sub 59), Hill & Hill Truck Line,
Iue. now being assigned July 21, 1976 (3
days) at Dallas, Texas in a hearing room
o be later designated,

NOTICES

MC 119774 (Sub 88), Eagle Trucking Com-
pany now being assigned July 26, 1976 (1
week) at Dallas, Texas in a hearing room
to be later designated,

M€ 59531 Sub 103, Auto Convoy Co., now as-
signed May 25, 1976, at Dallas, Tex., will
be held In Room B5A15-17, New Federal
Bullding, 1100 Commerce Street,

MC 107295 Sub 771, Pre-Fab Transit Co., now
assigned May 17, 1976, at Dallas, Tex., will
be held in Room 5A15-17, New Federal
Bullding, 1100 Commerce Street,

MC 119789 Sub 261, Caravan Refrigerated
Cargo, Inc, now asslgned May 20, 1976, at
Dallas, Tex., will be held in Room 5A15-17,
New Federal Building, 1100 Commerce
Street.

MC 106644 Sub 214, Superior Trucking Com-
pany, Inc., now assigned May 24, 1976, at
Dallas, Tex., will be held in Room 5A-15-
17, New Federal Building, 1100 Commerce
Street.

MC 96540 (Sub 938), Watking Motor Lines,
Inc. now being assigned May 20, 1976 (2
days) at St. Louis, Missouri and will be
held in Room 742, Magistrate Court A, 1114
Market, Street, U.S. District Courthouse
and Customs,

IseaL] RoBerT L, OswaLbp,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11707 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am]

[Notice No. 232]

‘MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

The following publications include
motor carrier, water carrier, broker, and
freight forwarder transfer applications
filed under Section 212(b), 206(a), 211,
312(b), and 410(g) of the Interstate
Commerce Act.

Each application {except as otherwise
specifically noted) contains a statement
by applicants that there will be no sig-
nificant, effect on the quality of the hu-
man environment resulting from approvy-
al of the application.

Protests against approval of the ap-
plication, which may include a request
for oral hearing, must be filed with the
Commission within 30-days after the
date of this publication. Failure sea-
sonably to file a protest will be construed
as a waiver of opposition and participa-
tion in the proceeding. A protest must
be served upon applicants’ representa-
tive(s), or applicants (if no such repre-
sentative is named), and the protestant
must certify that such service has been
made.

Unless otherwise specified, the signed
original and six copies of the protest
shall be filed with the Commission. All
protests must specify with particularity
the factual basis, the section of the Act,
or the applicable rule governing the pro-
posed transfer which protestant believes
would preclude approval of the applica-
tion. If the protest contains a request for
oral hearing, the request shall be sup-
ported by an explanation as to why the
evidence sought to be presented cannot
reasonably be submitted through the use
of affidavits.

The operating rights set forth below
are in synopses form, but are deemed
sufficient to place interested persons on
notice of the proposed transfer. -

No. MC-FC-76484, filed April 4, 1976.
Transferee: Morgan County Trucking,
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Inc., 1010 East Nutter Street, Martins-
ville, Indiana 46151. Transferor: Callis
Trucking, Ine., Clay & Market Street,
Box 25, Centerton, Indiana 46116. Appli-
cants’ representative: Warren C. Mober-
ly, Attorney at Law, 777 Chamber of
Commerce Bidg., Indianapolis, Indiana
46204. Authority sought for purchase by
transferee of the operating rights of
transferor, as set forth in Permits Nos.
MC 134910 (Sub-No. 1), MC 134910 (Sub-
No. 2), MC 134910 (Bub-No. 4), and MC
134910 (Sub-No. 8), issued July 20, 1972,
January 25, 1971, April 27, 1972, and No-
vember 13, 1875, respectively, as follows:
brick, structural facing tile, floor tile,
and structural clay tile and related clay
products, from, to, and between points
in Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Illinois,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia,
Tennessee, and Georgia. Transferee is
presently authorized to operate as a con-
tract carrier under Permit No. MC
134648. Application has been filed for
temporary authority under Section 210
a(bh),

No. MC-FC-76498, filed April 13, 1976.
Transferee: Fraioli & Quigley Moving,
Ine.,, 121 Frank Avenue, Mamaroneck,
New York 10543. Transferor: Shea Moy~
ing & Storage, Inc., 174 Harrison Avenue,
Harrison, New York 10528. Applicants’
representative: Richard E. Lanza, Esq.,
Attorney at Law, Johnston, Castiglia &
Lanza, 229 Harrison Avenue, Harrison,
New York 10528. Authority sought for
purchase by transferee of the operating
rights of transferor, as set forth in Cer-
tificate No. MC 81852, issued November
3, 1971, as follows: Household goods, as
defined by the Commission, between New
York, N.Y.,, and points in Westchester
County, N.Y., on the one hand, and, on
the other, Washington, D.C., and points
in Massachusetts, Connecticut, New
Hampshire, Rhode Island, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, and Maryland. Transferee
presently holds no authority from this
Commission. Application has not been
filed for temporary authority under Sec-
tion 210a(b) . ‘

No. MC-FC-76507, filed April 15, 1976.
Trensferee: A. P. Hatch, Inc., P.O. Box
367, Broussard, La. 70518. Transferor:
Service Pipe Stringing, Inc, P.O. Box
4943, Monroe, La. 71201. Applicants' rep-
resentative: Ralph E. Kraft, Attorney at
Law, P.O. Drawer Z, Lafayette, La. 70501,
Authority sought for purchase by trans-
feree of the operating rights of transfer-
or, as set forth in Certificate of Registra-
tlon No. MC 121130 (Sub-No. 1), issued
October 21, 1963, as follows: Machinery,
materials, equipment, and supplies used
in, or in connection with, the construc-
tion, operation, repairing, servicing,
maintenance, and dismantling of pipe
lines, including the stringing and pick-
ing-up of pipe, anywhere within the
State of Louisiana, Transferee presently
holds no authority from this Commis~
sion. Applicant has not been filed for
temporary authority under Section 210
a(b).

[seac] ROBERT L. OSWALD,
Secretary,

[FR Doc.T6-11712 Filed 4-21-76:8:45 am]
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PETITIONS FOR MODIFICATION, INTER-
PRETATION OR REINSTATEMENT OF
OPERATING RIGHTS AUTHORITY

AprIL 16, 1976.

The following petitions seek modifica-
tion or interpretation of existing operat-
ing rights authority, or reinstatement of
terminated operating rights authority.

An original and one copy of protests
to the granting of the requested author-
ity must be filed with the Commission
within 30 days after the date of this
FEDERAL REGISTER notice. Such protest
shall comply with Special Rule 247(d) of
the Commission’s General Rules of Prac~
tice (49 CFR § 1100.247) * and shall in~-
clude a concise statement of protestant’s
interest in the proceeding and copies of
its conflicting authorities. Verified state-
ments in opposition should not be ten-
dered at this time. A copy of the protest
shall be served concurrently upon peti-
tioner’s representative, or petitioner if. no
representative is named.

No. MC 45656 (Sub-No. 10) (Notice
of Filing of Petition to Modify Certifi-
cate), filed April 7, 1976. Petitioner: AN-
DERSON TRUCK LINE, INC., 531 W
Harper Ave., P.O. Drawer 191, Lenoir,
N.C. 28645. Petitioner’s representative:
Theodore Polydoroff, 1250 Connecticut
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20036.
Petitioner holds a motor common carrier
certificate in No. MC 45656 (Sub-No. 10)
issued May 20, 1266, authorizing trans-
portation, over irregular routes, of
Veneers and dimensioned furniture-
stock produced from wood, in white or
rough, used in the manufacture of furni-
ture, from points in Georgia (except At-
lanta and Savannah), to points in Cald-
well County, N.C., with no transporta-
tion for compensation on return, except
as otherwise authorized.

By the instant petition, petitioner seeks
(1) to modify the commodity descrip-
tion so as to read: Materials used in the
manufacture of furniture, and (2) to de-
lete from the territorial description “with
no transportation for compensation on
return, except as otherwise authorized.”

No. MC 101134 (Sub-No. 8) (Notice of
Filing of Petition for Modification of
Certificate), filed March 24, 1976. Peti-
tioner: ARO COACHES, INC. 107 8.
Wood Ave, Linden, N.J. 07036. Peti-
tioner’s representative: S. Harrison
Kahn, Suite 733 Investment Bldg.,
Washington, D.C. 20005. Petitioner holds
a motor common carrier certificate in
No. MC 101134 (Sub-No. 6), issued Feb-
ruary 1, 1952, authorizing transporta-
tion, over regular routes, of: Passengers
and their baggage, and express, news-
papers, and mail in the same vehicle
with passengers, between Elizabeth, N.J.,
and the Borough of Richmond, N.Y.;
from the terminal of the Central Rail-
road of New Jersey in Elizabeth over
Union Street to junction West Jersey
Street, thence over West Jersey Street
to junction Broad Streef, thence over

= Coples of Special Rule 247 (as amended)
¢an be obtalned by writing to the Secretary,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20423,
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Broad Street to junction Elizabeth Ave-
nue, thence over Elizabeth Avenue to
junction Fifth Street, thence over Fifth
Street to junction South Fifth Street
(also from junction Elizabeth Avenue
and Fifth Street over Elizabeth Avenue
to junction Third Street, thence over
Third Street to junction Magnolia Ave-
nue, thence over Magnolia- Avenue to
junction First Street, thence over First
Street to junction Elizabeth Avenue,
thence over Elizabeth Avenue to junc-
tion First Avenue, thence over First Ave-
nue to junction Fifth Street, thence over
Fiffh Street to junction South Fifth
Street), thence over South Fifth Street
to junction Summer Street, thence over
Summer Street to junction Arnett Street,
thence over Arnett Street to junction
Clarkson Avenue, thence over Clarkson
Avenue to junction New Jersey Highway
28 (Bay Way), and thence over New
Jersey Highway 28 to the New Jersey-
New York State line, thence over city
streets in the Borough of Richmond, and
return over the same route, with service
authorized to and from all intermediate
points.

By the instant petition, petitioner
seeks to modify its authority to provide
special and charter operations from the
boroughs of Richmond, Manhattan,
Queens, Bronx, and Brookiyn and points
along petitioner’s regular route located
in New York City, N.Y., to points in the
United States, including Alaska and Ha-
waii, and return. Petitioner states it has
openly offered and conducted incidental
charter services in the requested terri-
tory for more than 38 years pursuant to
Section 208(¢c) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act, and interprets the meaning
of the word “territory” as utilized in
Rule III of Ex Parte No. MC 29, Regu-
lations Governing Special or Chartered
Party Service, 29 M.C.C. 25 as embracing
the zone which exists by geographical,
political, economic, and trade practices.

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 133) (Notice
of Filing of Petition to modify Commod-
ity Description), filed February 25, 1976.
Petitioner: CARI, SUBLER TRUCK-
ING, INC., P.O. Box 81, North West St.,
Versailles, Ohio 45380. Petitioner’s rep-
resentative: H, M. Richters (same ad-
dress applicant) . Petitioner holds a mo-
tor common carrier certificate in No.
MC 116763 (Sub-No. 133) issued Febru-
ary 13, 1969, authorizing transportation,
over irregular routes, of Canned food-
stufis, from Paris, Tex., to points in
Mississippi, restricted to traffic originat-
ing at the plantsite or storage facilities
of Campbell Soup Company.

By the instant petition, petitioner
seeks to broaden the comunodity descrip~
tion to include prepared foodstuffs in
the above authority.

No. MC 117669 (Sub-No. 3) (Notice of
Piling of Petition for Modification of
Certificate), filed March 25, 1976. Peti-
tioner: WHEELWAYS, INC., 499 Cen-
tral Avenue, New Providence, N.J. 07974.
Petitioner’s representative: Robert B.
Pepper, 168 Woodbridge Ave., Highland
Park, N.J. 08904. Petitioner holds a mo-
tor common carrier certificate in No.
MC 117689 (Sub-No. 3), issued Novem-

ber 22, 1974, authorizing transportation,
over irregular routes, of: (1) Electrical
equipment, fittings, and fixtures, and
(2) materials, supplies, and equipment
used in the production of the commodi-
ties in (1) (execept commodities in bulk),
between Union, N.J., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Connecticut,
Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
New York (except New York, N.Y., and
points in Westchester, Nassau, and Suf-
folk Counties, N.Y.), Rhode Island and
Vermont, restricted to the transporta-
tion of shipments originating at or des-
tined to the facilities of Mulberry Metal
Products, Inc., of Union, N.J.

By the instant petition, petitioner
seeks to modify its authority by deleting
the restriction from the above author-
ity. The commodities and territories de-
scribed therein remain the same.

No. MC 119075 (Notice of Filing of Pe-
tition to Add An Origin Point), filed
March 19, 1976. Petitioner: ELLIS IN-
TERSTATE CORPORATION, 81-531
Industrial Place, Indio, Calif. 82201. Pe-
titioner’s representative: Donald Mur-
chison, 9454 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 400,
Beverly Hills, Calif. 90212. Petitioner
holds a motor common carrier certifi-
cate in No. MC 119075, issued Febru-
ary 12, 1965, authorizing transporta-
tion over irregular routes, of cement,
from the plant site of the Permanente
Cement Company, at Cushenbury (San
Bernardino County), Calif., to points in
Clark, Lincoln, and Nye Counties, Nev.,
and to Yuma County, Ariz.

By the instant petition, petitioner
seeks to add the plant site of Southwest-
ern Portland Cement Company at Vic-
torville (San Bernardino County), Calif.,
as an additional origin point in the
above authority.

No. MC 133531 (Notice of Filing of Pe-
tition to Add an Additional Shipper),
filed March 25, 1976. Petitioner: WALT-
HILI, TRANSPORTATION CO., Walt-
hill, Nebr. 68067. Petitioner’s represent-
ative: Michael J. Ogborn, P.O. Box 82028,
Linecoln, Nebr. 68501, Petitioner holds 2
motor contract carrier permit in No.
MC 133531, issued February 26, 1973, au-
thorizing transportation, over irregular
routes, of jarm machinery (except self-
propelled equipment), from the plant-
site or warehouse facilities of Campbell
Manufacturing Company, Inc., located
at or near Walthill, Nebr., to points in
the United States (except Alaska and
Hawaii) ; and materials, equipment, and
supplies used in the manufacture of
farm equipment (except self-propelled
equipment), from points in the United
States (except Alaska and Hawail), %0
the plant or warehouse facilities of
Campbell Manufacturing Compsany,
Inc., at or near Walthill, Nebr., re-
stricted to a transportation service to
be performed under a continuing con-
tract, or contracts with Campbell Manu-
facturing Company, Inc., of Walthill,
Nebr.

By the instant petition, petitioner
seeks to modify its authority by adding
Rawhide Manufacturing Company as ail
additional contracting shipper.
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No. MC 136898 (Notice of Filing of
Petition to Modify Permit), filed April 5,
1976. Petitioner: BAKER TRANSPORT,
INC., P.O, Box 870, Hartselle, Ala. 35640,
Petitioner’s representative: Robert E.
Tate, P.O. Box 517, Evergreen, Ala, 36401,
Petitioner holds a motor contract car-
rier permit in No. MC 136898, issued
June 8, 1973, authorizing transportation
over irregular routes, of: (1) Reels, from
Hartselle and Decatur, Ala., Temple, Ga.,
Clarksville, Ark., Elkville, I1l., and Mar-
shall, Tex., to points in the United States
(except Alaska and Hawaii) ; and (2)
materials and supplies used in the manu-
facture of reels (except commodities in
bulk), from points in the United States
(except Alaska and Hawail), to Hartselle
and Decatur, Ala.,, Temple, Ga., Clarks-
ville, Ark., Elkville, Ill., and Marshall,
Tex., restricted to service to be performed
under a continuing contract, or con-
tracts, with Baker Industrles, Inc., and
its affiliates.

By the instant petition, petitioner seeks
to delete from (1) and (2) aboye “Clarks-
ville, Ark. and Marshall, Tex.”, and add
“Jefferson, Tex.”

No. MC 138510 (Sub-No. 1) (Notice of
Filing of Petition to Add an Origin Point),
filed March 29, 1976. Petitioner: RICCI
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., Odessa

.« Ave. and Aloe St., Pomona, N.J. 08240,

Petitioner's representative: Joseph F,
Hoary, 121 South Main St.,, Taylor, Pa,
~18517. Petitioner holds a motor contract
carrier permit in No, MC 138510 (Sub-No.
1), issued November 30, 1973, authorizing
transportation, over irregular routes, of
malt beverages, in containers, from Mil-
waukee, Wis., to Atlantic City and Wild-
wood, N.J., restricted to a transportation
service to be performed under a con-
tinuing contract, or contracts, with South
Jersey Distributors’ Co., Inc., of Atlantic
City, N.J.
By the instant petition, petitioner seeks
to add Volney Township, N.Y. as an ad-
ditional point of origin.

REPUBLICATIONS OF GRANTS OF OPERATING
RIGHTS AUTHORITY PRIOR TO CERTIFICA-
TION

The folowing grants of operating
rights authorities are republished by
Order of the Commission to indicate a
broadened grant of authority over that
previously noticed in the Feperan
REGISTER.

An original and one copy of protests
to the granting of the authority must be
filed with the Commission within 30 days
after the date of this Feperar REGISTER
notice. Such protest shall comply with
Special Rule 247(d) of the Commission’s
General Rules of Practice (43 CFR
§1100.247) addressing specifically the
Issue(s) indicated as the purpose for re-
bublication, and including, a concise
statement of protestant's interest in the
broceeding and copies of its conflicting
authorities. Verified statements in oppo-
sition shall not be tendered at this time.
A copy of the protest shall be served
concurrently upon the carrier’s repre-
sentative, or carrier if no representa-
tive is named,

NOTICES

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 318) {Repub-
lication), filed July 7, 1975, and pub-~
lished in the FepEraL REGISTER issue of
July 31, 1975, and republished this issue.
Applicant: CARL SUBLER TRUCKING,
INC,, North West Street, Versailles, Ohio
45380. Applicant’s representative: H. M.
Richters (same address as applicant). A
Supplemental Order of the Commission,
Review Board Number 2, dated March
15, 1976 and served April 8, 1976, finds
that the present and future public con-
venience and necessity require opera-
tigns by applicant in interstate or foreign
commerce, as a common carrier by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, of canned
Joodstufls, from Belvidere, Ill., to points
in Tennessee, points in Alabama on and
north of U.S. Highway 72 alternate, and
on and west of U.S. Highway 31, points in
Arkansas on and east of a line beginning
at the Arkansas-Missouri State line, and
extending south along U.S. Highway 63,
to the junction of Arkansas Highway 1,
thence along Arkansas Highway 1. to the
junction of U.S. Highway 49, and points
on and north of the junction of Arkansas
Highway 1 and U.S. Highway 49, along
U.S, Highway 49 to the Mississippi River
and points in Mississippi on and north
of U.S. Highway 82, restricted to the
transportation of shipments originating
at the facilities of Green Giant Com-
pany, at Belvidere, Ill., and destined to
the named destinations, that applicant is
fit, willing, and able properly to perform
such service and to conform to the re-
quirements of the Interstate Commerce
Act and the Commission’s rules and reg-
ulations thereunder.

The purpose of this republication is to
indicate applicant’s service of points in
Mississippi on and north of U.S. Highway
82, in lieu of U.S. Highway 72. .

MoOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER CARRIER
AND FREIGHT FORWARDER OPERATING
RICHTS APPLICATIONS

The following applications are gov-
erned by Special Rule 247 of the Com-
mission’s General Rules of Practice (49
CFR § 1100.247). These rules provide,
among other things, that a protest to the
granting of an application must be filed
with the Commission within 30 days
after the date of notice of filing of the
application is published in the Feperan
REecisTER. Failure to seasonably to file a
protest will be construed as a waiver of
opposition and participation in the pro-
ceeding. A protest under these rules
should comply with section 247(d) (3) of
the rules of practice which requires that
it set forth specifically the grounds upon
which it is made, contain a detailed
statement of protestant’s interest in the
proceeding (including a copy of the spe-
cific portions of its authority which pro-
testant believes to be in conflict with that
sought in the application, and describing
in detail the method—whether by join-
der, interline, or ofher means—by which
protestant would be such authority to
provide all or part of the service pro-
posed), and shall specify with particu-
larity the facts, matters, and things re-
led upon, but shall not include issues or
allegations phrased generally, Protests
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not In reasonable compliance with the
requirements of the rules may be reject-
ed. The original and'one copy of the pro-
test shall be filed with the Commission,
and a copy shall be served concurrently
upon applicant’s representative, or appli-
cant if no representative is named. If the
protest includes a request for oral hear-
ing, such requests shall meet the require-
ments of section 247(d) (4) of the special
rules, and shall include the certification
required therein.

Section 247(f) further provides, in
part, that an applicant who does not in-
tend timely to prosecute its application
shall promptly regquest dismissal thereof,
and that failure to prosecute an applica-
tion under procedures ordered by the
Commission will result in dismissal of the
application.

Further processing steps will be by
Commission order which will be served
on each party of record. Broadening
amendments will not be accepted after
the date of this publication except for
good cause shown, and restrictive
amendments will not be entertained fol-
lowing publication in the FEpErAL REGIS-
TER of & notice that the proceeding has
been assigned for oral hearing.

Each applicant states that there will
be no significant effect on the quality of
the human environment resulting from
approval of its application.

No. MC 340 (Sub-No. 38), filed March
19, 1976. Applicant: QUERNER TRUCK
LINES, INC., 1131 Austin St., San An-
tonio, Tex. 78208. Applicant’s representa-
tive: M. Ward Bailey, 2412 Continental
Life Bldg., Fort Worth, Tex. 76102. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Candy, foodstuff
and advertising material, from the ware-
house facilities of Planters/Curtiss Con-
fectionery, a Division of Standard
Brands, Inc. located at Bensenville, Ill.,
to points in Texas.

Nore: If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Dallas, Tex. or Chicago, Il1,

No. MC 2368 (Sub-No. 56) , filed March
22, 1976. Applicant: BRALLEY-WIL-
LETT TANK LINES, INC., 2212 Deep-~
water Terminal Rd., P.O. Box 495, Rich-
mond, Va. 23204. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Willlam *“T. Marshburn (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by mo-
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Yeast slurry and spent brewers
yveast in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
points in Virginia, to points in New Jer-
sey.

Nore: If a hearing 18 deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Wash-
Ington, D.C. or Richmond, Va.

No. MC 11207 (Sub-No, 363), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: DEATON,
INC., 317 Avenue W., P.O. Box 938, Bir-
mingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Kim D. Mann, 702 World Cen-
ter Bldg., 918 Sixteenth St. NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20006. Authority sought to
operafe as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular rouftes, transport-

22, 1976
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ing: Particle board, from the plantsite
and ‘warehouse facilities of Vanply, Inc.
located at or near Many, La., to points
in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North
Carolina, Oklahoma, South Cavrolina,
Tennessee, Texas and Virginia.

Note: If a hearing is deemed neccessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Charlotte; N.C. or Birmingham, Ala.

No. MC 11294 (Sub-No. 11), filed
March 15, 1976. Applicant: INDUS-
TRIAL CITY LINES, INC., 5310 St

Joseph Avenue, St. Joseph, Mo, 64505.
Applicant’s representative: Tom B. Kret-
singer, Suite 910, Brookfield Building,
Kansas City, Mo. 64105. Authority sought
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Cans, from Omaha, Nebr., to To-
peka, Kans., and St. Joseph, Mo.; (2)
damaged and rejected shipments, on re-
turn in (1) above; and (3) cans, from
St. Joseph, Mo., to Topeka, Kans., re-
stricted in (1), (2) and (3) above to
transportation on power rollbed eguip-
ment.

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Kansas
City, Mo., or Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 14781 (Sub-No. 12) (Amend-
ment), filed December 5, 1975, published
jn the FEpERAL REGISTER issue of Janu-
ary 22, 1976, and republished this issue.
Applicant: GOTTRY CORP., 999 Beahan
Road, Rochester, N.Y. 14624. Applicant’s
representative: Paul F. Sullivan, 711
Washington Bldg., Washington, D.C.
20005. Authority sought to operate as a
‘common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Com-
modities the transportation of which,
because of size and weight, requires spe-
cial equipment or special handling and
those seli-propelled articles included
within road building construction equip-
ment, each weighing 15,000 lbs. or more,
and related machinery, tools parts, and
supplies moving in connection therewith,
between points in Niagara, Erie, Catta-
raugus, Chautauqua, Orleans, Genessee,
Wyoming, and Allegany Counties, N.Y.,
and in Warren and McKean Counties,
Pa., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Ohio and the lower peninsula of
Michigan; and (2) commodities the
transportation of which because of size
and weight, requires special equipment or
special handling and those self-propelled
articles included within road building
construction equipment, each weighing
15,000 Ibs. or more, and related machin-
ery, tools, parts, and supplies moving in
connection therewith, between points in
New York within the New York, NY.,
commercial zone, on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in New York on and
west of a line béginning at the Inferna-
tional Boundary line between the United
States and Canada and extending south-
erly along Interstate Highway 81 to ils
intersection with New York Highway 12
near Watertown, N.Y., thence along New
York Highway 12 through Utica, N.¥., to
its intersection with Interstate Highway
81, and thence along Interstate Highway
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81.to the New York-Pennsylvania State
Boundary line.

Nore: The purpcose of this republication
is to Indicate that this matter is not a gate+
way elimination. Applicant states it holds au-
thority presently restricted agalnst tacking
and by the instant application concurrently
seeks both tacking and gateway elimination,
If a hearing deemed necessary, the applicant
requests it he held at Buffalo or Rochester,
N.¥Y.

No. MC 19227 (Sub-No. 226), filed
March 15, 1976. Applicant: LEONARD
BROS. TRUCKING CO., INC., 2515 NW.
20th St., P.O. Box 52062, Miami, Fla.
33152, Applicant’s representative: J. Fred
Dewhurst (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Carports, without
sides or ends, with or without posts or
standards, K.D. steel flat, from the plant
site and warehouse facilities of Childers
Manufacturing Company, located at or
near Houston, Tex., to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Arizona, California, Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Kansas,
Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachu-
setts, Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New Mex-~
ico, New York, North Carolina, Okla-
homa, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
South Carolina, Vermont, Virginia, West
Virginia and the District of Columbia.

Note: Common control may be involved,
If a hearing 1s deemed necessary, applicant
requests 1t be held at either Houston, Tex.
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 19227 (Sub-No. 227), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: LEONARD
BROS. TRUCKING CO., INC,, 2515 NW.
20th Street, P.O. Box 52062, Miami, Fla.
33152. Applicant’s representative: J. Fred
Dewhurst (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Aluminum, alumi-
num products, and supplies, materials
and equipment used in the manufacture
of aluminum and aluminum products
(except in bulk), between the plantsites
of Alumax, Inc., at Decatur, Ala.; Casa
Grande, Ariz.; Long Beach, Riverside,
Visalia, Perris Valley and Woodland,
Calif.: Loveland, Colo.; Ocala and Plant
City, Fla.; Peachtree City and Jonesboro,
Ga.: Twin Falls, Idaho; Chicago and
Morris, I1l.; Lebanon, Bristol, and Frank-
lin, Ind.; McPherson, Kans.; Frederick,
Md.; Montevideo, Minn.; St. Louis, Mo.;
Hernando, Miss.; Reidsville, N.C.; Cleve-
land, Ohio; Tulsa and Checotah, Okla.;
Stayton, Oreg.; Bloomsburg, Pa.; Mans-
field, Tex.; Harrisonburg, Va.; Spokane
and Ferndale, Wash.; and Marchfield,
Wis., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in the United States (except Ha-
waliand Alaska),

Norr: Common control may be involved. If
2 hearing is deemed necessary, the applicant
requests it be held at San Francisco, Calif.
or Miami, Fla.

No. MC 21866 (Sub-No. 86), filed
March 25, 1976. Applicant: WEST MO-
TOR FREIGHT, INC. 740 S. Reading
Ave., Boyertown, Pa. 19512. Applicant's

representative: Alan Kahn, 1920 Two
Penn Center Plaza, Philadelphia, Pa.
19102. Authority sought to operate as a
cominon carrier, by motor yehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Sieel fow-
ers and parts thereof, from the facilities
of Stainless, Inc. located at Pine Forge,
Pa.; to points in the United Btates (ex-
cept Alaska, Hawaii, and Bennsylvania),
restricted to the transportation of ship-
ments originating at the named facili-
ties.

Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at either Phila-
delphia, Pa. or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 29910 (Sub-No. 168), filed
March 18, 1976. Applicant: ARKANSAS-
BEST FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC. 301
South 11th Street, Fort Smith, Ark.
72901. Applicant's representative: Don
A. Smith, 510 North Greenwood Avenue,
P.O. Box 43, Fort Smith, Ark. 72901. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those of unusual value,
Classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment) , serving the plantsite
and facilities of Dow Chemical U.S.A. at
Magnolia, Ark., as an off-route point in
connection with carrier’s regular-route
operations to and from El Dorado, Ark.

Nore: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is weemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at either Washing-
ton, D C. or Little Rock, Ark.

No. MC 44735 (Sub-No. 27), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: KISSICK
TRUCK LINES, INC., 7101 East 12th
Street, P.O. Box 6237, Kansas City, Mo.
64126. Applicant’s representative: John
E. Jandera, 641 Harrison Street, Topeka,
Kans. 66603. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Particleboard, from Miami, Okla,
to points in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida,
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Xansas, Ken-
tucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri,
Tennessee and Texas.

Nore—If a hearing is deemed necessary
the applicant requests it be heid in consoli-
dation with Western Lines, Inc.; W, D. Smith
Truck Lines, Inc.; Morgan Drive-Away, Inc.
and Eagle Trucking Co. Applicant does not
specify a location.

No. MC 45736 (Sub-No. 51), filed
March 18, 1976, Applicant: GUIGNARD
FREIGHT LINES, INC,, P.O. Box 26067
Highway 21 North, Charlotte, N.C. 2821?.
Applicant’s representative: Edward G.
villalon, 1032 Pennsylvania Bldg., Penn-
sylvania Avenue and 13th St. NW 5
Washington, D.C. 20004, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Lumber, from the facili-
ties of East Highlands Company, Forest
Products Division, at Albertville, A}a..
to points in Florida, Georgia, Kentucky,
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro-
lina, Tennessee, Virginia, and West Vu:
ginia, and those points in Louisiana easv
of the Mississippi River.
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Nore—If & hearing Is deemed mnecessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Birming-
ham, Ala.

No. MC 52704 (Sub-No. 124), filed
March 18, 1976, Applicant: GLENN Mc-
CLENDON TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O.
Drawer “H,” Lafayette, Ala. 36862. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Edward G. Vil-
lalon, 1032 Pennsylvania Bldg., Pennsyl-
vania Ave. and 13th St. NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20004. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Lumber, from the facilities of East

ighlands Company, Forest Products Di-
vision, at Albertville, Ala., to points in
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Ten-
nessee, Virginia, and West Virginia, and
those points in Louisiana east of the
Mississippi River.

Note—If a hearing is deemed necessary,
t applicant requests it be held at Bir-
mingham, Ala. =

No. MC 54855 (Sub-No. 5), filed March
8, 1976, Applicant: LOUISVILLE, NEW
ALBANY & CORYDON RAILROAD
COMPANY, doing business as LOUIS-
VILLE AND CORYDON TRANSFER,
Walnut and Water Streets, Corydon, Ind.
47112. Applicant’s representative: Wal-
ter Saulman (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except commodities in
bulk, those requiring special equipment,
Classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities of unusual value), from
Corydon, Ind., to points in Crawford
County, Ind. =

Note.—Applicant states the requested au-
thority can be tacked at Corydon, Ind. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, the applicant
requests it be held at either English or
Corydon, Ind.

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. 385), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: JENKINS
TRUCK LINE, INC,, a Corporation, P.O.
Box 697, Jeffersonville, Ind. 47130. Appli-
cant’s representative: Donald W. Smith,
Suite 2465, One Indiana Square, Indianap-
olis, Ind. 46204. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Industrial or commercial waste con-
tainers, from the plantsite of Galbreath,
Incorporated, located at or near Wina~
mac, Ind., to points in Arizona, Califor-
hia, Colorado, Iowa, Delaware, Idaho,
Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, Montana,
North Dakota, Nebraska, New Mexico,
Nevada, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Da-
kota, Utah, Washington and Wyoming,

Note: Common control may be Involved.
Ifa hearing {s deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests 1t be held at either Indianap-
olis, Ind., or Chicago, I,

No. MC 64932 (Sub-No. 557) (Correc-
tion), filed February 17, 1976, published
In the FepEraL REGISTER issue of March
18, 1978, republished as corrected this
Issue. Applicant: ROGERS CARTAGE
CO., a Corporation, 10735 South Cicero
Avenue, Oak Lawn, 111, 60453. Applicant’s
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representative: Leonard R. Kofkin, 39
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603,
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Pentaerythritol,
dry, in bulk, in tank yehicles, from points
in Louisiana, Mo. to Deer Park, Tex,

Note: The purpose of this republication 1s
to correct the origin point in this proceeding,
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests 1t be held at Chicago, Iil.

No. MC 74416 (Sub-No. 14), .filed
March 15, 1976. Applicant; LESTER M.
PRANGE, INC., P.O. Box 1, Kirkwood,
Pa. 17536. Applicant’s representative:
Chester A. Zyblut, 366 Executive Bldg.,
1030 Fifteenth St. NW., Washington, D.C.
20005, Authorify sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
frregular routes, transporting: Concrete,
cinder and slag products, on vehicles
equipped with mechanical unloading de-
vices, from York, Pa., to points in Con-
necticut, Florida, Georgia, Illinojs, In-
diana, Kentucky, Maine, Massachusetts,
Michigan, New Hampshire, North Caro-
lina, Ohio, Rhode Island, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia and West
Virginia and Nassau and Suffolkk Coun-
ties, N.Y.

Nore: If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 83835 (Sub-No. 130), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: WALES
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box
6186, Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: James W. Hightower, 136
Wynnewood Professional Building, Dal-
las, Tex. 75224. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Contractors machinery, equipment,
materials and supplies, between Tulsa,
Okla., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in the United States, includ-
ing Alaska, but excluding Hawaii.

NoTe: If a hearing fs deemed necessary,

applicant requests it be held at either Tulsa,
Okla. or Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 85850 (Sub-No. 11), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: NEYLON
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 610 East Emma
Avenue, Springdale, Ark. 72764. Appli-
cant's representative; Kin D, Mann, 918
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20006.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities -of un-
usual value, Classes A and B explosive,
commodities requiring special equip-
ment, and commodities in bulk), be-
tween points in Nebraska and Kansas
City, Mo., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in that part of Colorado
east and north of a line beginning at the
Colorado-Wyoming State line and ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 87 to Den-
ver, Colo., thence along U.S. Highway
40 to Strasburg, Colo., and thence along
U.S. Highway 36 to the Colorado-Kan-
sas State line, including points on the in-
dicated portions of the highways speci-
fled, restricted in point of time to a
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period ending with the date of the
termination of carrier’s presently held
lease of the Merscheim Transfer, Inc.,
rights in No. MC-F--11852 for any reason
other than an approved and consum-
mated purchase by carrier of the same
rights as are now leased from the above-
described lessor.

Nore: Applicant states that this applica-
tlon adds Kansas City, Mo, as a point of
service to applicants existing irregular-route
authority in MC 85850 (Sub-No. 10). Iden-
tical service to and from Kansas City is au-
thorized and may be performed by tacking
the irregular-route authority in MC 86850
(Sub-No, 10) with applicant’s regular-route
authority in MC 85850 (Sub-No. 5) at Bea-
trice, Nebr., or other southeast Nebraska
points. The purpose of this application is to
eliminate southeast Nebraska as g gateway
on traflic moving between the Denver, Colo,,
aren and Kansas City, Mo. The resulting
mileage savings is 56 miles (9 percent) , Com-
mon control may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, the applicant requests 1t
be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 89684 (Sub-No. 92), filed
March 8, 1976, Applicant: WYCOFF
COMPANY, INCORPORATED, 560
South 300 West, P.O. Box 3686, Salt Lake
City, Utah 84110. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Harry D. Pugsley, 315 East 2nd
South, Suite 400, Salt Lake City, Utah
84111. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodilies (except Classes A and B
explosives, household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities in bulk
and articles which because of size and
weight require special handling) , serving
points in TUtah as off-route point in con-
nection with applicants regular route
authority in MC 89684 and subs 54, 57,
63, 78 and 81, restricted against the
transportation of any package, articles
or item weighing over 100 pounds, and
further restricted against the trans-
portation of packages, articles or items
which aggregate more than 200 pounds
in any one day, from any one consignor
to any one consignee.

Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Salt Lake
City, Utah.

No. MC 96770 (Sub-No. 11) (Amend-
ment), filed February 20, 1976, published
in the ¥FepEraL REGISTER issue of
March 25, 1976, republished as amended
this issue. Applicant: FLORIDA TERMI-
NALS AND TRUCKING COMPANY,
P.O. Box 13607, Orlando, Fla, 32809. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Edward G. Vil-
lalon, 1032 Pennsylvania Bldg., Pennsyl-
vania Ave. and 13th St., NW.. Wash-
ington, D.C, 20004. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (except those
of unusual value, Classes A and B explo-
sives, commodities in bulk and household
goods as defined by the Commission),
from points in Orange County, Fla., to
points in Citrus, Collier, DeSoto, Glades,
Hardee, Hendry, Highlands, Okeechobee
and Sumter Counties, Fla., restricted to
shipments having a prior or subsequent
movement by rail.
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Nore: The purpose of this republication is
t0 correct the above restriction in the terri-
torial description. If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, the epplicant does mot speclfy a
location.

No. MC 96823 (Sub-No. 3), filed
March 19, 1976. Applicant: R.M.D., INC,,
344 Dublin Avenue, Columbus, Ohio
43215. Applicant’s representative;
A, Charles Tell, 100 East Broad Street,
Columbus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier; by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (except those
of unusual value, Classes A and B explo~
sives, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, and
commodities requiring special equip-
ment), between Columbus, Ohio, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Ohio, restricted against service to com-
mercial zone points located outside of
Ohio.

Nore: Applicant seeks to convert its Cer-
tificate of Registration No. MC 06823 Sub-
No. 1 to & Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity. ITf a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests 1t be held at Colum-
bus, Ohio or Pitisburgh, Pa.

No. MC 100666 (Sub-No. 318), filed
March 24, 1976. Applicant: MELTON
TRUCK LINES, INC. P.O. Box 7666,
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Wilburn L. Williamson, 3535
NW. 58th, 280 National Foundation Life
Bldg.,, Oklahoma City, Okla. 73112,
Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Particle~
board, from the plantsite and warehouse
facilities of Vanply, Inc. located at or
near Many, La., to points in and east of
Colorado, Nebraska, New Mexico, North
Dakota and South Dakota.

Nore: If a hearing 1s deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at Dallas, Tex,

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 865), filed
March 25, 1976. Applicant: MORGAN
DRIVE AWAY, INC., 28651 U.S. 20 West,
Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Paul D. Borghesani (same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Pre-cut buildings, and materials and
suppiles used in the erection and con-
struction thereof, from King County,
Wash., to points in the United States
(excluding Alaska and Hawaii) .

Nore: If & hearlng is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at Seattle,
Wash,

No. MC 106674 (Sub-No. 187) (Correc~
tion), filed March 1, 1976, published in
the Feperal REeGISTER issue of April 1,
1976, republished as corrected this issue.
Applicant: SCHILLI MOTOR LINES,
INC., P.O. Box 123, Remington, Ind.
47977. Applicant's representative: Jerry
L. Johnson (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Agricultural lime-
stone and gypsum, from Knoxville, Towa
and Irvington, Ky. to points in the
United States (except Alaska and
Hawail) .
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Nore: The purpose of this republication is
to correct the commodity description which
was previously published in error. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Chicago, HI, or Indian-
apolis, Ind,

No. MC 108775 (Sub-No. 39), (Amend-~
ment), filed October 9, 1975, published
in the FeperAL REGISTER issues of Oc-
tober 31, 1975 and March 4, 1976, repub~-
lished as amended this issue. Applicant:
ATLAS TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box
0848," Houston, Tex. 77015. Applicant’s
representative; Jack L. Coke, Jr., 4555
First National Bank Building, Dallas,
Tex, 75202. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Iron and steel arlicles, (except commodi-
ties in bulk), from the plant site and
facilities of National Pipe and Tube Com-
pany, located in Liberty County, Tex., to
the United States (except
Alaska, Hawaii, and Texas), and (2) ma-
terials, equipment, and supplies used in
the manufacture, processing and dis-
tribution of iron and steel articles, (ex-
cept commodities in bulk) from points
in the United States (except Alaska,
Hawail, and Texas) to the plantsite and
facilities of National Pipe and Tube
Company, located in Liberty County,
Tex., restricted in parts (1) and (2)
above to traffic originating at and des-
tined to the named plantsite and facili-
ties of National Pipe and Tube Com-
pany and the named states.

Nore: The purpose of this republication
s to amend the requested authority in this
proceeding. Common control may be in-
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at either Hous-
ton or Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 106956 (Sub-No. 3), filed
March 24, 1976. Applicant: SYLVESTER
TRUCKING CO., 2930 Gradwohl, Toledo,
Ohio 43617. Applicant’s represnetative:
Wilhelmina Boersma, 1600 Pirst Federal
Bldg., Detroit, Mich, 48226. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Prescast, presiressed
concrete components and structures,
from the plantsite and facilities of Great
Lakes Structural Concrete Products, Inc.
located at Toledo, Ohio to points in

Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan and West .

Virginia; and (2) materials, equipmeni
and supplies used in the manufacture of
precast, prestressed concrete compo-
nents and structures, from points in In-
diana, Kentucky, Michigan and West
Virginia, to the plantsite and facilities
of Great Lakes Structural Concrete
Products, Ine. located at Toledo, Ohio.

Nore: If a hearlng is deemed neecssary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Detroit, Mich.; Columbus, Ohio; or Wash-
ington, D.C.

No, MC 107064 (Sub-No. 112), filed
March 15, 1976, Applicant: STEERE
TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 2098,
Dallas, Tex. 75221. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Hugh T. Matthews, 2340
Fidelity Union Tower, Dallas, Tex. 75201,

Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Liquid feed

REGISTER, VOL, 41, NO. 79—THURSDAY, APRIL

and liquid feed ingredients, from Atchi-
son and Wolcott, Kans,, to points in
Oklahoma, Colorado, Texas, Arkansas
and New Mexico.

Nore: If a bhearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Dallas,
Tex.

No. MC 107064 (Sub-No. 113), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: STEERE
TANK LINES, INC. 2808 Fairmont
Street, P.O. Box 2998, Dallas, Tex. 75221,
Applicant’s representative: Hugh 17T.
Matthews, 2340 Fidelily Union Tower,
Dallas, Tex. 75201, Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Fertilizer and fertilizer ingredienis,
from the plantsite and storage facilities
of Occidental Chemical Company at or
near Grant, Nebr., to points in Colo-
rado, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, North Da-
kota, Oklahoma, South Dakota and Wy-
oming.

Noze: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
¥19 applicant requests it be held at Dallas,

exX.

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 1019), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: RUAN
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, 3200
Ruan Center, 666 Grand Avenue, Des
Moines, Iowa 50309, Aplicant’s represen-
tative: E. Check (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Animal
mucosa, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawail), to Cordova, 111

Nore: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the ap-
plicant requests it be held at either St, Paul,
Minn, or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 107818 (Sub-No. 80), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: GREEN-
STEIN TRUCKING COMPANY, a Cor-
poration, 280 NW. 12th Avenue, P.O. Box
608, Pompano Beach, Fla. 33061. Appli-
cant's representative: Martin Sack, Jr,
1754 Gulf Life Tower, Jacksonville, Fla.
32207. Authority sought to operate as &
common carrier, by motor vehicle, ir-
regular routes, transporting: Meats,
meat products, meat byproducts, and ar-
ticles distributed by meat packinghouses
(except hides and commodities in bulk),
from the plantsites, warehouses and
storage facilities of, or used by, Swiit
Edible Oil Co., at or near Chattanooga,
Tenn., to points in Alabama, Florida,
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Towa, Kansas,
Kentucky, Louislana, Mississippi, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, and Tennessee.

Nore; If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests 1t be held at Chicago, Il

No. MC 108341 (Sub-No. 44), filed
March 25, 1076. Applicant: MOSS
TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O. Box 8409,
Charlotte, N.C. 28208. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Morton E. Kiel, Suite 6193,
5 World Trade Center, New York, N.Y.
10048. Authority sought to operate as &
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Ccomposi-
tion board, plywood, and accessories and
materials used in the installation the1‘90f.
from the plantsite and warehouse facili-
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ties of Abitibi Corporation, located in

Lucas County, Ohio, to points in the

United States in and east of North Da-

kota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Colorado,
klahoma and Texas.

Norte: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing 15 deemed necessary, appilcant
requests a conseolidatéd record with seven-
teen other shippers supported by Abitibi
Corporation for similar authority at either
Chicago, Il1. or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 629), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: PUROLA-
TOR COURIER CORP., 3333 New Hyde
Park Road, New Hyde Park, N.Y. 11040.
Applicant’s representative: Russell S.
Bernhard, 1625 K Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20005. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Emergency mining equipment
repair and replacement parts, and re-
lated business papers, records, and audit
and accounting media, between Wise,
Va., on the one hand, and, on the other,
Beckley and Charleston, W. Va., re-
stricted against the transportation of
packages or articles weighing in excess
of 100 pounds in the aggregate; (2) re-
pair and replacement automotive parts
and related accessories, between Warren-
dale, Pa., on the one hand, and, on the
other, Ashland, Ky.; Comberland and
Oakland, Md.; Big Stone Gap, Gate City,
and Grundy, Va.; and points in New
York, Ohio, and West Virginia, re-
stricted against the transportation of
packages or articles weighing in excess
of 50 pounds per package and 125 pounds
in the aggregate, from one consignor to
one consignee on any one day.

Nore: Applicant holds contratt carrier au-
thority In MC 112750 and subs thereunder,
therefore dual operations may be involved.
Common control may also be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, the applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 111831 (Sub-No. 12), filed
March 23, 1976. Applicant: SAMUEL
STANGLE, 278 Valley Rd., R.D. No. 1,
Somerville, N.J. 08876. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Paul J. Keeler, P.O. Box
253, South Plainfield, N.J. 07080. Author-
ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Automotive acces-
sories, parts and supplies, and such com-
modities as are used or sold by gasoline
service stations (except commodities in
bulk, in tank vehicle), between the
warehouse facilities of Gulf Oil Com-
bany-U.S. and Gulf Tire & Supply Com-
pany located at Atlanta, Fulton County,
Ga., and those points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Illinois, Kentucky, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Maine, Michigan, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennes-
see, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia,
and the District of Columbia, under a
continuing contract, or contracts with
Gulf Oil Company-U.S. and Guif Tire &
Supply Company, wholly-owned subsidi-
aries of Gulf Oil Corporation.

Nore: If a is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Newark, N.J. or New York, N.Y.
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No. MC 111871 (Sub-No. 10), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: SOUTH-
EASTERN FREIGHT LINES, P.O. Box
5887, Ceolumbia, S.C. 29250. Applicant’s
representative: Jon F. Hollengreen, 1032,
Pennsylvania Bldg., Pennsylvania Ave.
and 13th St. NW., Washington, D.C.
20004. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, Classes A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities’ in bulk, and those requir-
ing special equipment), (1) Between
Spartanburg, S.C., and Spencer, N.C.,
serving all intermediate points: From
Spartanburg over U.S. Highway 29 to
Spencer, and return over the same route:
(2) Betwen Gaffney, S.C., and Hickory,
N.C., serving all intermediate points:
From Gaffney over South Carolina High-
way 18 to the North Carolina-South
Carolina State Line, thence over North
Carolina Highway 18 to junction North
Carolina Highway 10, thence over North
Carolina Highway 10 to junction North
Carolina Highway 127, thence over North
Carolina Highway 127 to Hickory, and
return over the same route; (3) Between
Rock Hill, S.C, and Statesville, N.C.,
serving all intermediate points: From
Rock Hill over U.S. Highway 21 to
Statesville, and return over the same
route; (4) Between Waxhaw, N.C., and
Taylorsville, N.C. serving all intermedi-
ate points: From Waxhaw over North
Carolina Highway 16 to Taylorsville, and
return over the same route; (5) Between
Darlington, S.C., and Monroe, N.C. serv-
ing all intermediate points: From Dar-
lington over South Carolina Highway 151
to Pageland, S.C., thence over U.S. High-
way 601 to Monroe, and return over the
same routes, (6) Between Cheraw, S.C.,
and Advance, N.C., serving all intermedi-
ate points: From Cheraw over U.S. High-
way 52 to junction U.S. Highway 601,
thence over U.S. Highway 601 to junction
North Carolina Highway 801, thence over
North Carolina Highway 801 to Advance,
and return over the same route.

(7) Between Wadesboro, N.C., and
Mooresboro, N.C., serving all intermedi-
ate points: Prom Wadesboro over U.S.
Highway 74 to Mooresboro, and return
over. the same route; (8) Between Albe-
marle, N.C., and Polkville, N.C., serving
all intermediate points: From Albe-
marle over North Carolina Highway 27
to junction North Carolina Highway 182,
thence over North Carolina Highway 182
to Polkville, and return over the same
route; (9) Between Salisbury, N.C., and
Taylorsville, N.C., serving all intermedi-
ate points: From Salisbury over U.S.
Highway 70 to Statesville, N.C., thence
over-North Carolina Highway 90 to Tay~
lorsville, and return over the same route;
and (10) Between Fork, N.C., and Hick-
ory, N.C., serving all intermediate points:
From Fork, over U.S. Highway 64 to
Hickory, and retwrn over the same
routes; serving points in Cleveland, Gas-
ton, Mecklenburg, Union, Anson, Lin-
coln, Cabarrus, Stanly, Catawba,
Rowan, Alexander, Iredell and Davie

Counties, N.C., as off-route points in con-
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nection with those routes, serving points
in South Carolina and Georgia in (1)
through (10) above, and either as off-
route or intermediate points in connec-
tion with the above routes, and carrier’s
existing routes in those states. Restric-
tion: Service may not be provided be-
tween points in Georgia.

Nore: Applicant states in its lead certifi-
cate, Docket No. MC 111871, carrier is au-
thorized to serve points In Georgia and South
Carolina over regular routes, restricted to
transportation of traffic between points in
Georgla, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points In South Carolina. By this applica-
tion carrier seeks additional authority to pro-
vide service between points in South Carolina
over the regular routes set forth in its lead
certificate, and as off-route points in con-
nection therewith. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, the applicant requests it be held
at either Columbia, S.C, or Charlotte, N.C.

No. MC 112617 (Sub-No. 340), filed
March 12, 1976, Applicant: LIQUID
TRANSPORTERS, INC., 1292 Fern Val-
ley Road, P.O. Box 21395, Louisville, Ky,
40221. Applicant’s representative: Ed-
ward J. Kiley, 1730 M, Street NW., Suite
501, Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Liquid chemicals, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from the plant and
warehouse facilities of the Ashland
Chemical Company located at or near
Leach (Boyd County), Ky., to points in
Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia,
Mississippi, North Carolina and South
Carolina,

Nore: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at either Louisville, Ky. or
Washington, D.C.

No. MC 112617 (Sub-No. 341), filed
March 18, 1976. Applicant: LIQUID
TRANSPORTERS, INC., P.O. Box 21395,

-1292 Fern Valley Road, Louisville, Ky.

40221, Applicant’s representative: Leon-
ard A. Jaskiewicz, 1730 M St. NW., Suite
501, Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Ink and ink materials, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the plantsite
of Flint Ink Corporation, at or near New
Albany, Ind., to Glen Burnie, Md.

Nore: Common control may be involved, If
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Louisville, Ky., or Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 112801 (Sub-No. 183), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: TRANSPORT
SERVICE CO., a Corporation, 2 Salt
Creek Lane, Hinsdale, IIl. 60521. Appli-
cant’s representative: Carl L. Steiner, 39
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, 111. 60603.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Corn products and
blends eontaining corn products, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from the facilities of
A. E. Staley Manufacturing Company, at
or near Lafayette, Ind., to points in the
United States (except Alaska and
Hawaii).

Nore: Rahe&rlngiadeemedneceuary.ﬂw
ax;puca.nc requests it be held at Chicago,
Im. 4
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No. MC 112822 (Sub-No. 396) (Correc-
tion), filed January 26, 1976, published
in the FeneraL REGISTER issue of March 4,
1976, republished as corrected this issue.
Applicant: BRAY LINES INCORPO-
RATED, 1401 N. Little Street, P.O. Box
1191, Cushing, Okla. 74023. Applicant’s
representative: Charles D. Midkiff (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Charcoal, charcoal briquettes, char-
fireplace logs, and lighter and starter
fluid (except in bulk), (1) from Jackson-
ville, Tex., to points in Arizona, Arkansas,
California, Colorado, Idaho, Illinois,
Towa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne-
braska, Nevada, New Mexico, Oklahoma,
Oregon, Utah, Washington, Wisconsin
and Wyoming; and (2) from Paris, Ark,,
to points in Arizona, California, Colo-
rado, Idaho, Illinois, Jowa, Kansas, Min-
nesota, Missourl, Nebraska, Nevada, New
Mexico, Oklahoma, Oregon, Texas, Utah,
Washington, Wisconsin, and Wyoming.

NoTe: Tha piirpose of this republication is
to indicate the origin point as being Parls,
Ark. in lisu of Paris, Tex. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be
held at Oklahoma City, Okla: or Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 113267 (Sub-No. 333), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: CENTRAL
& SOUTHERN TRUCK LINES, INC.,
3215 Tulane Rd., P.O. Box 30130 AM.F.,
Memphis, Tenn, 38130. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Lawrence A. Fischer (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by mo-
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Bags, from Valdosta, Ga., fo
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, II-
linois, Indiana, Towa, Kansas, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota, Missis-
sippi, Missouri, Nebraska, North Caro-
lina, Ohio, Oklahoma, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Texas and Wisconsin.

Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at either Jack-
sonville, Fla. or Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 113531 (Sub-No. 1) (Correc-
tion), filed January 14, 1976, published in
the FEpERAL REGISTER issue of February
20, 1976, and republished as corrected
this issue. Applicant: B & M SERVICE,
INC., Box 888, Rangely, Colo. 81648. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Truman A.
Stockton, Jr.,, The 1650 Grant Street
Building, Denver, Colo. 80203, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular roufes,
transporting: (1) Machinery, equipment,
materials and supplies, used in or in con-
nection with, the discovery, development,
processing, storage, production, refining,
manufacture, transmission and distribu-
tion of natural gas and petroleum and
their products and by-products; and (2)
machinery, equipment, materials and
supplies, used in or in connection with,
the construction, operation, repair, serv-
jcing, maintenance and dismantling of
pipelines, including the stringing and
picking up thereof (except the stringing
and picking up of pipe in connection with
main or truck pipelines), between points
in Garfield, Grand, Gunnison, Mesa,
Moffat, Rio Blanco and Routt Counties,
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Colo,, on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Utah and Wyoming:

Nore: The purpose of this republication is
to add Moffat as a base radial point to the
above territorial description. Common con-
trol may be involved. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held at
Denver, Colo., or Salt Lake City, Utah.

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 626), filed
March 19, 1976. Applicant: CURTIS,
INC., 4810 Pontiac St.,, Commerce City,
Colo. 80022. Applicant’s representative:
Richard A. Peterson, P.O. Box 81849,
Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority scught
to operate as a comnon carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Jing: (1) Candy and/or confectionery and
related products (except in bulk), and
(2) advertising matter, premium and
display materials, when shipped in the
same vehicle with commodities described
in (1) above, in vehieles equipped with
mechanical refrigeration, from the plant-
site and storage facilities of M&M/Mars,
a division of Mars, Inc. located at or near
Waco, Tex., to points in Arizona, Cali-
fornia, Colorado, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana,
Jowa., Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri,
Montanga, Nebraske, Nevada, New
Mexico, Oregon, Utah, Washington, Wis-
consin and Wyoming, restricted to the
transportation of traffic originating at
the above-named origin and destined to
the above-named destination states.

Nore: If a hearing 1s deemed necessary,
the applicant regquests it be held at either
Denver, Colo. or New York, N.Y.

No. MC 113855 (Sub-No. 341) (Cor-
rection), filed March 3, 1976, published
in the Feperal REGISTER issue of April 1,
1976, and republished as corrected this
issue, Applicant: INTERNATIONAL
TRANSPORT, INC., 2450 Marion Road
SE., Rochester, Minn. 55901. Applicant’s
representative: Thomas J. Van Osdel,
502 First National Bank Bldg., Fargo,
N. Dak. 58102. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi-
cle, over irregular routes, transporting:
(1), Tractors and farm machinery, and
(2) attachments, accessories and parts
for the commodities described in (1)
above, from Sparks, Nev. to points in
Arizona, California, Idaho, Montana,
Oregon, Utah, Washington, and points
on the International Boundary line be-
tween the United States and Canada lo-
cated in Washington, Idaho and
Montana.

Nore: The purpose of this republication
is to add Oregon to the above destination.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
oant requests it be held at either Reno, Nev.
or San Francisco, Calif.

No. MC 113855 (Sub-No. 342), filed
March 21, 1976. Applicant: INTERNA~
TIONAL TRANSPORT, INC., 2450 Mar-
jon Road SE., Rochester, Minn. 55901.
Applicant’s representative: Alan Foss,
502 First National Bank Bldg.,, Fargo,
N. Dak. 58102. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing; Pumice stone in packages, from
Malad City, Idabo, to poinits in the
United States, including Alaska but
excluding Hawaii,
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Nore: If & hearing is deemed fecessary,
applicant requests it be held at Balt Lake
City, Utah.

No. MC 113855 (Sub-No. 343), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: INTERNA-
TIONAL TRANSPORT, INC., 2450 Mar-
ion Rosd SE., Rochester, Minn. 55901.
Applicant’s representative: Alan Foss,
501 First National Bank Bldg., Fargo,
N, Dak, 58102. Authority sought to on-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transpori-
ing: (1) Sawmili machinery, seli-pro-
pelled material handling equipment and
self-propelled log slashing and 8kidding
equipment (except self-propelled vehi-
cles designed for the transporfation of
property or passengers on highways),
and parts and attachments of sawmill
machinery, self-propelled material han-
dling equipment and self-propelled log
slashing and log skidding equipment, be-
tween Enumclaw, Wash.,, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in the
United States including Alaska but ex-
cluding Hawaii, and points in Canada,
through all ports of entry on the Inter-
national Boundary line between the
United States and Canada; and (2) Ma-
terials, equipment and supplies used in
the manufacture and distribution of the
commodities described in (1) above,
from points in the United States and
points in Canada, to Enumclaw, Wash.,
through all ports of entry on the Inter-
national Boundary line between the
United States and Canada (except
Alaska and Hawail) . ;

Nore: Common control may be involved.

If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at Seattle, Wash, or

Portland, Oreg.

No. MC 113855 (Sub-No. 344), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: INTERNA-

TIONAL TRANSPORT, INC. 2450
Marion Road SE. Rochesfer, Minn.
55901, Applicant’s representative:
Thomas J. Van Osdel, 502 First National
Bank Bldg., Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Plastic pipe,
siding, fittings, couplings and connec-
tions; and (2) accessories for commodi-
ties named in (1) above, from the plant-
site of Certain-Teed Products Corpora-
tion located at or near Williamsport, Md.,
to points in Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Min-
nesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Da-
kota, South Dakota, and Wisconsin.

Nore: If a hearing 158 deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 115162 (Sub-No. 321), filed
March 21, 1876, Applicant: POOLE
TRUCK LINE, INC. P.O. Drawer 500,
Evergreen, Ala. 36401. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Robert E, Tate (same ad-
dress as applicant) . Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Bores and pulpboard, other than
corrugated, from Cleveland, Tenn., to
points in Georgia, Illinois, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Massachu-~
setts, Michigan, Missouri, New York,
North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and
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Texas; and (2) materials, supplies and
equipment used In the manufacture and
distribution of boxes and pulpboard,
other than corrugated (except commodi-
ties in bulk, in tank vehicles), from
points in Georgia, Kentucky, North Caro-
lina, and Virginia to Cleveland, Tenn,

Nore: If & hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant reguests it he held at New
York City, N.Y. or Atlanta, Ga,

No. MC 115311 (Sub-No. 187), filed
March 18, 1976. Applicant: J & M
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., P.O.
Box 488, Milledgeville, Ga. 31061. Appli~
cant’s representative; Edward G. Villa-
lon, 1032 Pennsylvania Bldg., Pennsyl-
vania Ave. and 13th St. NW., Washington,
D.C. 20004. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicie,
over irregular routes, transporting: Lum-
ber, from the facilities of East Highlands
Company, Forest Products Division lo-
cated at Albertville, Ala., to points in
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennes-
see, Virginia, West Virginia, and those
points in Louisiana east of the Missis-
sippi River.

Norer: If & hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Birming-
ham, Ala.

No. MC 115496 (Sub-No. 42), filed
March 18, 1976. Applicant: LUMBER
TRANSPORT, INC. P.O. Box 111,
Cochran, Ga. 31014. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Edward G. Villalon, 1032
Pennsylvania Bldg., Pennsylvania Ave-
nue and 13th St. NW., Washington, D.C.
20004. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Lumber,
from the facilities of East Highlands
Company, Forest Products Division, at
Albertyille, Ala., to points in Florida,
Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee,
Virginia and West Virginia and those
points in Louisiana east of the Missis-
sippi River.

Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Birmingham,
Ala,

No. MC 115841 (Sub-No. 518), filed
March 26, 1976. Applicant: COLONIAL
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORTATION,
INC., P.O. Box 10327, Birmingham, Ala.
35202, Applicant’s representative: Terry
P. Wilson (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a com-~
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Meat, meat
products, meat by-products, and articles
distributed by meat packinghouses (ex-
cept hides and commodities in bulk),
from the facilities of Maverick Beef
Packers, Ine¢. located at or near Eagle
Pass., Tex., to points in Alabama, Ari-
zona, Arkansas, California, Colorado,
Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia,
Tllinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota,
Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New Mex-
ico, New York, North Carolina, North
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Dsakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, South
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Ver-
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, Wiscon-
sin and the District of Columbia.

Nore: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at either San An-
tonio, Austin, or El Paso, Tex.

No. MC 115904 (Sub-No. 47), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: GROVER
TRUCKING CO., 1710 West Broadway,
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83401. Applicant’s
representative: Irene Wary, 430 Judge
Building, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111,
Authority sought to operate as a ecom-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: ZLumber,
lumber mill products, forest products,
sawmill products, wood products, com=
position board and wall board, (1) from
points in Montana and Idaho to points
in California; and (2) from points in
California to points in Arizona, New
Mexico, Oklahoma and Texas.

Nore: If & hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Salt
Lake City, Utah or Boise, Idaho.

No. MC 115924 (Sub-No. 30), filed
March 24, 1976. Applicant: SUGAR
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 4063, Port
Wentworth, Ga. 31407. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: J. A, Kundtz, 1100 National
City Bank Bldg., Cleveland, Ohio 44114,
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Sweeten-
ers, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the
plantsite of Savannah Foods & Indus-
tries, Inc. located at Port Wentworth,
Ga., to points in Delaware, lIaryland,
Mississippi, New Jersey, New York,
Pennsylvania, and the District of Co-
lumbia, under a continuing contract or
contracts with Savannah Foods & In-
dustries, Inc.

Nore: Common control may be involved,
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 115931 (Sub-No. 37), filed
March 23, 1976. Applicant: BEE LINE
TRANSPORTATION, INC. Box 925,
Baker, Mont. 59313. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Donald W. Smith, Suite 2465,
One Indiana Square, Indianapolis, Ind.
46204. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Casual
wooden furniture, in cartons, from the
plantsite and warehouse facilities of Hal-
vorsen Lumber Co., located at or near
Eureka, Calif., to points in the United
States (except Alaska and Hawaii) .

Nore: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Minneapolis, Minn., or
Billings, Mont,

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 575), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: WILLIS
SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O.
Box 188, Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Appli-
cant’s representative: L. M. McLean
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Frozen foods (except in
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bulk), from the plantsite and storage fa-
cilities of the Campbell Soup Company
at Salisbury and Pocomoke City, Md., to
the plantsite of Campbell Soup Compans
at Omaha, Nebr., restricted to traffic
originating at and destined to said
plantsites,

Nore: Common control may be involved
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 576), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: WILLIS
SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O.
Box 188, Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Ap-
plicant’s representative: L. M. McLean
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Frozen joods (except in
bulk), from the plantsites and storage
facilities of Pet, Incorporated located at
Benton Harbor, Frankfort and Hart.
Mich., to points in Oregon and Washing-
ton, restricted to traffic originating at
the named points and destined to points
in the states named.

NoTte; Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests 1t be held at St. Louils, Mo,

No. MC 119619 (Sub-No. 85), filed
March 12, 1976. Applicant: DISTRIB-
UTORS SERVICE CO., & Corporation,
2000 West 43rd Street, Chicago, Ii1. 60609,
Applicant’s representative: Arthur J.
Piken, Suite 1515, One Lefrak City Plaza,
Flushing, N.¥, 11368. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by mo-
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Glass and glass glazing units,
and materials, equipment and supplies
used in the manufacture and distribu-
tion of such commodities (except in
bulk), between Webster, Mass., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
and east of Arkansas, Towa, Louisiana,
Minnesota and Missouri.

Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,

the applicant requests it be held at Boston,
Mass.

No. MC 119634 (Sub-No. 15), filed
March 24, 1976. Applicant: DICK IRVIN
INC,, 218 12th Avenue North, P.O. Box
F, Shelby, Mont. 59474. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Joe Gerbase, 100 Trans-
western Building, 404 North 31st Bill-
ings, Mont. 59101. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Chemicals, in bags and containers
(except in bulk), between points in Cali-
fornia, Colorado, Idaho, Illinois, Minne-
sota, Montana, Nevada, Oregon, Utah,
Washington, and Wyoming, on the one
hand, and, on the other, ports of entry
on the International Boundary line be-
tween the United States and Canada, lo-
cated in Montana.

Nore: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at either Great Palls or
Billings, Mont.

No. MC 119657 (Sub-No. 21), filed
March 25, 1976. Applicant: GEORGE
TRANSIT LINE, INC., 760-746 NE. 47th

Place, Des Moines, Towa 50313. Appli-
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cant’s representative: Kenneth F. Dud-
ley, 611 Church Street, P.O. Box 279,
Ottumwa, Towa 52501. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Limestone and limestone prod-
wcts, from Fort Dodge, Towa, to points in
Illincis; and (2) Calcium chloride, from
Midland and Ludington, Mich., to points
in Iowa.

Nore: If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 1L,
or St. Louls, Mo.

No. MC 119908 (Sub-No. 33), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: WESTERN
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1145, Houston,
Tex. 77001. Applicant’s representative:
Thomas F. Sedberry, 1102 Perry-Brooks
Bldg., Austin, Tex. 78701, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Particleboard, from the
plantsite and warehouse facilities of
Vanply, Inc. located at or near Many,
La., to points in the United States in and
east of Colorado, INebraska, New Mexico,
North Dakota and South Dakota.

Note: Applicant holds contract carrier au-
thority in No. MC 110804 and subs there-
under, therefore dual operations may be In-
volved. Common control may also be In-
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at either Hous-
ton or Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 120257 (Sub-No. 27), filed
March 9, 1976. Applicant: K. L. BREED-
EN & SONS, INC., 401 Alamo St., Terrell,
Tex. 75160. Applicant’s representative:
Bernard H. English, 6270 Firth Rd., Fort
Worth, Tex. 76116. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (a) Cast iron pressure pipe valves,
hydrants, and hydrant sections, and (b)
parts, attachments, accessories and sup-
plies used in connection with the com-
modities described in (&) above, from
the plantsite and storage facilities of
Mueller Co., located at or near Chatta-
nooga, Tenn., to points in and west of
Kansas, Nebraska, North Dakota, Qkla-
homa, South Dakota and Texas.

Nore: If a hearing !5 deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Dallas or Fort Worth, Tex.

No. MC 121449 (Sub-No. 2) (Correc-
tion) , filed November 17, 1975, published
in the FEbERAL REGISTER issue of Decem-
ber 24, 1975, republished as corrected this
issue. Applicant: CARGO CARRIERS,
INC., 2903 Lynwood Road, Lynwood,
Calif. 90262. Applicant’s representative:
Joan L. Sickles (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
conlract carrier, by motor vehicie, over
irregular routes, transporfing: Wine,
malt beverages and brandy, between
points in California and points in Ala-
bama, Arizona, Arkansas, Colorado, Con-
necticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illi-
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachu-
setts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi,
Missouri, Nebraska, Nevade, New Hamp-
shire, New Jersey, New Mexico, New
York, North Carolina, North Dakota,
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Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, South Carolina, South Dakota,
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, Wyo-
ming and the District of Columbia, in a
non-radial movement, under a contin-
uing contract or contracts with Parrott
& Co.

Note: The purpose of this republication s
to correct the requested authority in this
proceeding. If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held st either San
Francisco or Los Angeles, Calif.

No. MC 121597 (Sub-No. 5) (Correc-
tion), filed January 2, 1976, published in
the FeperaL REGISTER issue of March 25,
1976, republished as corrected this issue,
Applicant: CHICKASAW MOTOR LINE,
INC., 531 Woodycrest Avenue, Nashville,
Tenn. 37211. Applicant’s representative:
Ernest Perrell (same address as appli-
cant) . Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except household goods,
Classes A and B explosives, commodities
in bulk,~and those requiring special
equipment) . between Nashville, Tenn.
and Whiteville, Tenn.: From Nashville,
Tenn. over Tennessee Highway 100 to
Whiteville, Tenn. and return over the
same route, serving no intermediate
points.

Nore: The purpose of this republication is
to indicate the restriction as Sub No. 3 in
lieu of Sub No. 23 which was published in
error. The purpose of this application is to
remove a restriction in Sub No. 3 Certificate
*“The operations authorized herein are re-
stricted against tacking or joinder with any
other authorlty held b_v carrier so as to pro-
vide any service between Memphis, Tenn.
and Nashville, Tenn.,” no additional author-
ity sought. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Nashville or Memphis, Tenn.

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. 338), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: DIAMOND
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC,,
5021 21st Street, Racine, Wis. 53406, Ap-
plicant’s representative: Paul C. Gartzke,
121 West Doty Street, Madison, Wis.
53703. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Such com-
modities as are dealt in, or used by agri-
cultural equipment, industrial equipment,
and lawn and leisure products dealers,
and manufaeturers (except commodities
in bulk), between points in the United
States including Alaska but excluding
Hawaii, restricted to movement from, to,
or between the facilities of White Farm
Equipment Company, Inc., and its dealers
and other retail outlets.

Nore: Common control may be involved.
If & hearing 1s deemed necessary, the ap-
plicant requests it be held at either Chicago,
Ill., or Washington, D.C. and in consolida-
tion with Warren Transport, Inc.

No. MC 123765 (Sub-No. 5) (Correc-
tion), filed February 4, 1978, published
in the FeperaL REcisTER issue of March
18, 1976, and republished as corrected
this issue. Applicant: BARRY TRANS-
FER & STORAGE CO., INC., 120 East
National Avenue, Milwaukee, Wis, 53204,
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Applicant’s representative: William C.
Dineen, 710 North Plankinton Avenue,
Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. Authority sought
to operate as a ecommon carrier, by mo-
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Commodities manufactured
shipped, or received by Outboard Marine
Corporation, its subsidiaries and divi-
sions (except commodities in bulk), Le-
tween Milwaukee and Beloif, Wis., and
Waukegan and Galesburg, Ill., restricted
to traffic originating at and/or destine(
to, the plantsites, warehouses and distri-
bution facilities of Cutboard Marine Cor-
poration, its subsidiaries and divisions.

Note: The purpese of this republication is
to broadenly amend the restriction in the
above request for authority. Applicant holds
contract carrier authority in MC 6031 ani
subs thereunder, therefore dual operations
may be involved. If a hearing Is deemed nec-
essary, the applicant requests it be held at
Miliwaukee, Wis.

No. MC 123807 (Sub-No. 5), filed
March 22, 1976, Applicant: RENNOLDS
POTTERFIELD, 425 Park Street, Mon-
roe City, Mo. 63456. Applicant’s represen-
tative: Thomas P. Rose, Jefferson Build-
ing (P.O. Box 205), Jefferson City, Mo.
65101. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Dry
fertilizer and fertilizer materials; and
(2) liguid jertilizer and fertilizer solu-
tions, in bhulk, in tank vehicles, from
Quincy, 111, to points in Missouri.

Nore: I a hearing is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at elther Jei-
ferson City, Mo. or Quiney, HL

No. MC 124813 (Sub-No. 146), filed
March 25, 1976. Applicant: UMTHUN
TRUCKING CO., a Corporation, 910
South Jackson Street, Eagle Grove, Iowa
50533. Applicant’s representative: Wil-
liam L. Fairbank (same address as ap-
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) BMilk
replacer, from Boscobel, Wis., to points
in Towa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri,
Nebraska, North Dakota, and South Da-
kota; and (2) dry feed ingredients, {from
Broscobel, Wis., to points in Missouri,
North Dakota and South Dakota.

Nore: Applicant holds contract carrier au-
thority in MC 118468 and subs thereunder,
therefore dual operations may be involved.
If & hearing is deemed mnecessary, applicant
requests it be held at Milwaukee, Wis., or
St. Paul, Minn.

No. MC 126241 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 24, 1976. Applicant: PRYOR
TRUCKING, INC., 816 Orleans Avenue,
Keokuk, Towa 52632. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Kenneth F. Dudley, 611
Church Street, P.O. Box 279, Ottumwa,
Towa 52501. Authority sought to opcyatc
as a coniract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Pulpboard, fiberboard, pulpboard and
fiberboard products, machinery, ma-
terials, and supplies used in the manu-
facture of paper and boxes, and starch
and chemicals used in the manufacture
of glue (except commodities in bulk),
between Burlington, Iowa, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Adams,
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Hancock, Mercer, Henry and Whiteside
Counties, I1l.,, under a continuing con-
tract, or contracts, with Hoerner Waldor{
Corporation.

Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary, the

applicant requests it be held at either
Minneapolis, Minn. or Des Moines, Iowa.

No. MC 126305 (Sub-No. 78), filed
March 18, 1976. Applicant: BOYD
BROTHERS TRANSPORTATION CO.,,
INC., Route 1, Clayton, Ala. 36016. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Edward G. Vil-
lalon, 1032 Pennsylvania Building, Penn-
sylvania Ave. and 13th St.,, NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20004. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Lumber, from the facilities of East
Highland Company, Forest Products Di-
vision, at Albertville, Ala., to points in
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennes-
see, Virginia, West Virginia, and those
points in Louisiana east of the Mississippi
River.

Nore: If a hearing is deemed necesszary,
the applicant requests it be held at Birming-
ham, Ala.

No. MC 129600 (Sub-No. 24), filed
March 15, 1976, Applicant: POLAR
TRANSPORT, INC. 176 King Street,
P.O. Box 44, Hanover, Mass. 02339. Appli-
cant’s representative: Frank J. Weiner,
15 Court Square, Boston, Mass. 02108.
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Frozen donuts, from
Boston, Mass., to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Delaware, Florida, Georgia,
Ilinois, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan, Missis-
sippi, Missouri, New Jersey, New York,
North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, and the District of
Columbia, restricted to a transportation
service to be performed under a con-
tinuing contract or contracts with Boston
Bonnie, Inc., of Boston, Mass,

Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,

the applicant requests It be held at Boston,
Mass,

No. MC 129808 (Sub-No. 21), filed
March 25, 1976. Applicant: GRAND IS-
LAND CONTRACT CARRIER, INC.,
P.O. Box 2078, Grand Island, Nebr. 68801.
Applicant’s representative: Michael J.
Oghorn; P.O. Box 28028, Lincoln, Neb.
68501, Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Home
glur:oraling trimmings and accegsories,
from Grand Island, Nebr., to points in
the United States (except Alaska and
Hawail) ; and (2) materials. Supplies and
equipment used in the manufacture, sale
and distribution of home decorating
trimmings and accessories (except com-~
modities in bulk), from points in the
United States (except Alaska and
Hawaii), to Grand Island, Nebr,,
restricted to a transportation service to
be performed under a continuing con-
tract or contracts with Burwood Indus-
tries, Ine,

NOTICES

Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at either Lin-
coln or Grand Island, Nebr.

No. MC 133119 (Sub-No. 95), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: HEYL
TRUCK LINES, INC., 200 Norka Drive,
P.O. Box 206, Akron, Towa 51001, Appli-
cant’s representative: A. J. Swanson,
521 South 14th St., P.O. Box 81849, Lin-
coln, Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Glass beads, glass spheres, glass
cullet, and thermo plastic material,
from the port of entry on the Interna-
tional Boundary line between the
United States and Canada, located at or
near Portal, N. Dak., to points in Ala-
bama, Arkansas, Delaware, Florida,
Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mary-
land, Mississippi, New Jersey, New York,
North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia,
and West Virginia, restricted to the
transportation of traffic moving in for-
eign commeree from points in Saskat-
chewan, Canada,

Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Omaha,
Nebr., or Minot, N, Dak.

No. MC 133655 (Sub-No. 89), filed
March 15, 1976. Applicant: TRANS-
NATIONAL TRUCK, INC. P.O. Box
4168, Amarillo, Tex. 79105. Applicant's
representative; Neil A. DuJardin, P.O.
Box 2298. Green Bay, Wis. 54306. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Printed matter
and materials and supplies used in the
manufacture and distribution of printed
matter (except commodities in bulk),
(1) between the plant and warehouse
facilities of Henry Wurst, Inc. located
at or near North Kansas City, Mo. and
the plant and warehouse facilities of the
Righy Corporation located at or near
Lenexa, Kans., on the one hand. and,
on the other, points in Alabama, Ari-
zona, Arkansas, California, - Colorado,
Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Kansas, Louisi-
ana, Mississippi, Montana, Nebraska,
Nevada, New Mexico, North Carolina,
North Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South
Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee,
Texas, Utah, Washington, and Wyo-
ming; and (2) between Omaha, Nebr.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in the destination states named
in (1) above,

Nore: Comon control may be involved.

I a hearing {s deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at Chicago, Ill,

No. MC 133937 (Sub-No. 16), filed
March 8, 1976. Applicant: CAROLINA
CARTAGE COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box
1075, Greenville, 8.C. 29602, Applicant’s
representative: Leonard A, Jaskiewicz,
1730 M Street NW. Washington. D.C.
20036. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Generqgl
commodities (except household goods of
unusual value, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, Classes A and
B explosives, commodities requiring spe-
cial equipment, commodities in bulk
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and motor vehicles), between Charlotte,
N.C,, Atlanta, Ga. and Greenville, S.C.,
on the one hand, and, on the other, Dal-
las, Ft. Worth, and Houston, Tex., New
Orleans, La., St. Louis and Kansas City.
Mo., Detroit, Mich., L.os Angeles and San
Francisco, Calif. and Chiecaro, 111, re-
stricted to traffic having a prior or sub-
sequent movement by air or substituted
for air service. ‘

NoTe: Common control may be inyvoived.
If-a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests It be held at Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 134112 (Sub-No. 3), filed
March 8, 1976. Applicant: NATIONAL
FREIGHTWAYS, INC. 3204 S. 121st.
Omaha, Nebr. 68144. Applicant's repre-
sentative: J. Max Harding, P.O. Box
82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501, Authority
sought to operate a contract carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes.
transporting: (1) Hides, pells, chromes,
tails, switches, or parts thereof, and col-
lagen, from the plantsite or warehouse
facilities utilized by Milocol, Inc. located
at or near Bellevue, Nebr., to points in
the United States (except Alaska and
Hawaii) ; and (b) materials, supplies and
equipment used in the manufacture; sale
and distribution of the commodities spec-
ified in (1) above, from points in the
United States (except Alaska and Ha-
waii), to the plantsite and warehouse
facilities of Milocol, Inc. located at or
near Bellevue, Nebr. restricted to a
transportation service to be performed
under a continuing contract with Milc-
col, Inc. located at Bellevue, Nebr.

Nore—If a hearing is deemed necessary,

the applicant requests it be held at Omaha.
Nebr,

No. MC 134453 (Sub-No. 9), filed
March 26, 1976. Applicant: STERNLITE
TRANSPORTATION CO., - Winsted.
Minn. 55859. Applicant’s representative:
Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box 6010, West St.
Paul, Minn. 55118. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Poles and parts and accessories Jor
poles, from East Stroudsburg, Pa. to
points in Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas.
California, Colorado, Delaware, Florida.
Georgia, Idaho, Kansas, Kentucky, Lou-
isiana, Mississippi, Missouri. Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, North Carolina,
North Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South
Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee,
Texas, Utah, Washington and Wyoming,
under a continuing contract, or contracts
with Union Metal Manufacturing Co.

NoTE~Tf a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Min-
neapolls, Minn,

No. MC 134477 (Sub-No. 106), filed
March 22, 1976, Applicant: SCHANNO
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 5 West Men-
dota Road, West St. Paul, Minn. 55118.
Applicant’s representative: Robert P,
Sack, P.O. Box 6010, West St. Paul,
Minn, 55118, Authority sought to op~
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (except those
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex-
plosives, household goods as defined by
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the Commission, commodities in bulk
and those reguiring special equipment),
which at the time moving on bills of
lading of freight forwarders under Part
IV of the Interstate Commerce Act, be-
tween the facilities of ABC-Trans Na-
tional Transport, Inc., located at Chi-
cago, Ill., on the one hand, and, on the
other, St. Paul, Minn.

Nore—If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be heid at either
Minneapolis, Minn., or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 134734 (Sub-No. 2T, filed No-
vember 20, 1975. Applicant: NATIONAL
TRANSPORTATION, INC. 14031 “L”"
Street, P.O. Box 37465, Omaha, Nebr.
68137. Applicant’s representative: L. N.
Fauss, Box 37096, Omaha, Nebr. 68137.
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Table sauce (other
than frozen), from Walworth, Wis,, to
points in Arizona, California, Colorado,
Oregon and Washington, under a con-
tinuing contract or contracts with Kik-
koman Foods, Inc.

Nore.—If .a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Milwau-~
kee, Wis, or Chicago, I1l.

No. MC 134755 (Sub-No. 69), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: CHARTER
EXPRESS, INC,, 1959 E. Turner St., P.O.
Box 3772, Springfield, Mo. 65804. Appli-
cant's representative: Larry D. Knox, 900
Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 50309.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Toilet preparations,
from Huntsville, Ala. and Stone Moun-
tain, Ga., to Los Angeles, Calif.

Nore.—Applicant ‘holds contract carrier
authority in No. MC 138398 and subs there~
under, therefore dual operations may be in-
volved. Common control may also be in-
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at elther Kansas
City, Mo. or Hartford, Conn.

No. MC 134755 ¢Sub-No. 70), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: CHARTER
EXPRESS, INC., 1959 E. Turner St., P.O.
Box 3772, Springfield, Mo. 65804. Appli-
cant's representative: Larry D. Knox, 900
Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 50308.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Tires and tubes,
from Conshohocken, Frazer, Montgom-
ery, and Norristown, Pa., to points in
Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Tennessee, and
Texas.

Nore—Applicant holds contract carrier
authority in No. MC 138398 and subs there-
under, therefore dual operations may be in-
volved. Common control may also be in-
volved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at either Phila-
delphia, Pa. or Kansas City, Mo.

No. MC 134922 (Sub-No. 166), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: B. J. Mc-
ADAMS, INC., Route 6, Box 15, North
Little Rock Ark. 72118. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Bob McAdams (same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
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ing: Clothing articles and compounds
(except in bulk), between Hamilton, Ala.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Arizona, California, Idaho, New
Mexico, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, and
Washington.

Nore—If a hearing is deemed necessary,

the applicant requests it be held at either
San Francisco, Calif. or Little Rock, Ark.

No. MC 135732 (Sub-No. 17), filed
March 25, 1976. Applicant: AUBREY
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 625 Grove St.,
P.O. Box 503, Elizabeth, N.J. 07202, Ap-
plicant’s representative: George A.
Olsen, 69 Tonnele Ave., Jersey City, N.J.
07306. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, hy motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Food-
stuffs, in mechanical refrigerated equip-
ment, from the facilities of Flavo-Rite
Foods, Inc. located at Ormond Beach,
Fla, to points in Commecticut, Georgia,
Illinois, Maine, Maryland, Massachu-
setfs, Michigan, Minnesota, New Hamp-~
shire, New Jersey, New York, North
Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, South Carolina, Vermont, and
Virginia, restricted to shipments origi-
nating at the above origin and destined
to the above destination states.

Nore~If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant did not specify the location,

No. MC 136166 (Sub-No. 24), filed
March 21, 1976, Applicant: CF TANK
LINES, INC., 175 Linfield Drive, Menlo
Perk, Calif. 94025. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert M. Bowden, P.O. Box
3062, Portland, Oreg. 97208. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Liquid chocolate, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from Burlingame, Calif.,
to Chicago, Ill.; Dallas, Tex.; Detroit,
Mich.; Indianapolis, Ind.; Omaha, Nebr.
and St. Louis, Mo.

Nore—Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-

cant requests it be held at San Prancisco,
Calif,

No. MC 136766 (Sub-No. 2), filed
Mareh 22, 1976. Applicant: CARL DITT-
FIELD, 33 Drake Street, Hughestown,
Pa. 18640. Applicant’s representative:
Joseph F. Hoary, 121 South Maine Street,
Taylor, Pa. 18640. Authority sought to
operate as a coniéract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (a) Shredded _polyurethane and
shredded paper, paper and paper articles,
from West Pittston, Pa., to Chicago, 111.,
Toledo and Cleveland, Ohio, points in
New Jersey and New York; (b) spiral pa-
per board iubes, from Little Falls, N.J.,
to West Pittston, Pa.; and (¢) cello-
phane, from Brooklyn, N.J., and Linden,
N.J., to West Pittston, Pa., under con-
tinuing contract, or contracts with War-
ren Products.

Nore—~If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at Harris-
burg, Pa,

No, MC 136774 (Sub-No. 4), filed
March 26, 1976. Applicant: MC-MOR-~
HAN TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Box
368, Shullsberg, Wis. 53586. Applicant’s

representative: Carl L. Steiner, 39 South
La Salle St., Chicago, I1l. 60603. Author-
ity sought to operate as a ecommon car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Corn products and
blends containing corn products, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the facilities
of A, E. Staley Manufacturing Company,
located at or near Lafayette, Ind., to
points in the United States (excent Alas-
ka and Hawaii).

Nore—If a hearing is deemed neg
the applicant requests it be held at Ch
I

No. MC 136774 (Sub-No. 4), filed
March 286, 1976. Applicant: MC-MOR-
HAN TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Box
368, Shullsberg, Wis. 53586. Applicant's
representative: Carl L. Steiner, 39 South
La Salle St., Chicago, Ill. 60603. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Corn products and
blends containing corn products, in bulk,
in tank vehicles, from the facilities of A.
E. Staley Manufacturing Company, lo-
cated at ornear Lafayette, Ind., to points
in the United States (except Alaska and
Hawaii) .

Note—If a hearing 1s deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at Chi
I

No. MC 138274 (Sub-No. 29), filed
March 23, 1976, Applicant: SHIPPERS
BEST EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 15533,
2151 N. Redwood Road, Salt Lake City,
Utah 84115. Applicant’s representative:
Chester A. Zyblut, 366 Executive Bldg.,
1030 15th St. N.W., Washington, D.C.
20005. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Bak-
ery products, and materials and supplies,
used in the manufacture and distribu-
tion of bakery products, between Oak-
land, Calif., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Arizona, Colorado, Flor-
ida, Ydaho, Indiana, Jowa, Kansas, Ken«
tucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri,
Montana, Nebraska, New Mexico, North
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, South
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Wash-
ington, and Wyoming; and (2) articles,
dealt in and distributed by wholesale
grocers, from points in California, Idaho,
Illinois, Texas, and Utah, to points in
Washington.

Note—Applicant holds contract carrier
authority in MC 1380566 Sub 1, therefore dus_ﬂ
operations may be involved. If a hearing i3
deemed necessary, applicant requests it be
held at Salt Lake City, Utah or San Fran-
cisco, Calff.

No. MC 138413 (Sub-No. 5), filed
March 1, 1976. Applicant: JOHN TOWN-
ROW, doing business as JOHN TOWN-
ROW TRUCKING, 4290 Elton St.ree't.
Baldwin Park, Calif. 91706. Applicant’s
representative: Paul M. Daniell, P.O. BoxX
872, Atlanta, Ga. 30301, Authority sought
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Swimming pools, swimming Pool
supplies, swimming pool equipment, toys,
and games, from Amsterdam and Glov-
ersville, N.Y., to points in Arizona, Cali-
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fornia, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, and Wash-
ington under a continuing confract or
contracts with Coleco Industries, Inc.

NorE—If & hearing I1s deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at either Albhany,
N.Y., or Los Angeles, Calif,

No. MC 138607 (Sub-No. 6), filed
March 26, 1976. Applicant: P & N TRUCK
SERVICE, INC,, 2821 Orindale Rd., Kla~
math Falls, Oreg. 97601. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Lawrence V. Smart, Jr., 419
N.W. 23rd Ave., Portland, Oreg. 97210.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Alcoholic beverages,
from points in California, to points in
Idaho and Washington,

Nore~If @& hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant regquests it be held at elther
Portland, Oreg. or Seattle, Wash,

No. MC 138635 (Sub-No. 21), filed
March 23, 1976, Applicant: CAROLINA-
WESTERN EXPRESS, INC., Box 3961,
Gastonia, N.C. 28052. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Eric Meierhoefer, 303 N. Fred-
erick Avenue, Gaithersburg, Md. 20760.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Wine, champagne,
and brandy (except in bulk), in tempera-
ture controlled vehicles, from points in
California, to points in Alabama, Georgia,
Florida, Louisiana, Mississippi, North
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, and
Virginia,

Nore~—Applicant holds contract carrier
authority in MC 136464 and subs thereunder,
therefore dual operations may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at San Francisco,
Calif.

No. MC 138578 (Sub-No. 6), filed
March 19, 1976. Applicant: L.C.W.
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 718, Edin-
burg, Tex. 78539. Applicant's representa-
tive: M. Ward Bailey, 2412 Continental
Life Bldg., Fort Worth, Tex. 76102. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Frozen nutria, in
bags, from points in Jefferson, La-
Fourche, Iberia, Vermillion, Cameron,
St. Mary, and Terrebonne Parishes, La.,
to points in Cameron and Hidalgo Coun-
ties, Tex., under a continuing contract
or contracts with Summers Gill Enter-
prises, Ine.

Norr—If & hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
New Orleans, La. or Houston, Tex.

No. MC 138750 (Sub-No. 7), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: W. F. BAR-
THELME, doing business as W. F. BAR~
THELME DIST, CO., 1602 North Broad-
Way, Pittsburg, Kans. 66762. Applicant’s
Tepresentative: Laurel D. McClellan, 430
North 7th, P.O. Box 478, Fredonia, Kans.
66736. Authority sought to operate as a
coniract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Irregular routes, transporting: Green
hides, from Miami, Okla., and Spring-
fleld and Joplin, Mo., to Emporia, Kans.,
under a continuing contract or contracts
with Denison Hide Company,
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Nore—Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at either Kansas City,
Mo., Wichita, Kans,, or Tulsa, Okla.

No. MC 138926 (Sub-No, 5), (Correc-
tion), filed March 1, 1976, published in
the Feperal RecIsTeEr issue of April 1,
1976, republished as corrected this is-
sue. Applicant: GENCOM, INC,, R.R. No.
4, Marshall, Mo, 65340. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Thomas P. Rose, Jefferson
Building, P.O. Box 205, Jefferson City,
Mo. 65101, Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, tranpsorting: Dry
Jeed ingredienits (except salt and urea),
between peints in Arkansas, Illinois,
Jowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Mississippi,
Missouri, Nebraska, Oklahoma, Tennes-
see, and Texas, under a continuing con-
tract with Black Industries, Inc., of Con-
cordia, Mo,

Nore.—The purpose of this republication
is to correct the requested authority to reflect
the name of the contracting shipper, which
was previously omitted. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, the applicant requests it
be held at either Kansas City or Jefferson
City, Mo.

No. MC 139113 (Sub-No. 6), filed
March 19, 1976. Applicant: BRUNDIDGE
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box 187,
‘Brundidge, Ala, 36010. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 3426
North Washington Boulevard, P.O. Box
267, Arlington, Va. 22201, Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Lawn, garden and rec-
reation equipment, from the facilities of
Carter Brothers Manufacturing Com-
pany, Inc., located approximately four
miles south of Brundidge, Ala., to points
in the United States in and east of Min-
nesota, JIowa, Nebraska, Kansas, Okla-
homa, and Texas (except points in
Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont) ;
and (2). malerials, equipment and sup-
plies (except in bulk) used in the manu-
facture and distribution of lawn, garden,
and recreation equipment, from points in
the United States in and east of Minne-
sota, Towa Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma,
and Texas (except points in Maine, New
Hampshire, and Vermont), to the facili-
ties of Carter Brothers Manufacturing
Company, Inc., located approximately
four miles south of Brundidge, Ala., re-
stricted to the transportation of traffic
under a continuing contract or contracts
with Carter Brothers Manufacturing
Company, Inc.; and further restricted to
the transportation of shipments origi-
nating at or destined to the facilities of
the named shipper.

Nore—If a hearing 1s deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Mont-
gomery, Ala, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 139495 (Sub-No. 136), filed
March 29, 1976. Applicant: NATIONAL
CARRIERS, INC., 1501 East 8th St., P.O,
Box 1358, Liberal, Kans. 67901. Appli-
cant’s representative: Herbert Alan Du-
bin, 1819 H St. NW., Suite 1030, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20006. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
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vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Hair and skin care products, toilet
preparaiions and equipment, materials,
and supplies used in the distribution
thereof (except chemicals and commodi~-
ties in bulk), in vehicles equipped with
mechanical refrigeration, from Van
Nuys and Canoga Park, Calif,, to points
in Colorado, Idaho, Oregon, Utah, and
Washington,

Nore.—Applicant holds contract carrier
authority in No. MC 133106 and subs there-
under, therefore dusal operations may be in-
volved, If & hearing {5 deemed necessary, the
appiicant regnests It be held at Washington,
D.C.

No. MC 139584 (Sub-No. 5) (Amend-
ment), filed June 23, 1975, published in
the Frperar RecisTer issue of July 31,
1975, republished as amended this issue.
Applicant: JOHN BUSCH, Box 211, Co-~
nyngham, Pa, Applicant's representa-
tive: Kenneth R. Davis, 121 S. Main
Street, Taylor, Pa. 18517. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Plastic sheeting, ground
plastic and plastic pellets and granules
(except commodities in bulk, in tank or
hopper type vehicles) between Hazle-
ton, Pa., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawaii).

Nore—The purpose of this republication
s to amend the requested authority in this
proceeding. If a hearing 1s deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at Wash-
ington, D.C.

No: MC 139958 (Sub-No. 1) (Correc-
tion), filed March 4, 1976, published in
the FeperaL REGISTER issue of April 8,
1976, republished as corrected this issue.
Applicant: R. T. TRUCK SERVICE,
INC., Route No. 1, Hardinsburg, Ky.
40143, Applicant’s representative: Rudy
Yessin, 314 Wilkinson Street, Frankfort,
Ky. 40601. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, Classes A and B explosives, live-
stock, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk and
those requiring special equipment), (1)
between Louisville, Ky., and Scottsburg,
Ind.: From Louisville, Ky., over US.
Highway 31 and Interstate Highway 65
to Scottsburg, Ind. and return over the
same route, serving all intermediate
points (2) between Louisville, Ky., and
Scottsburg, Ind.: From Louisville, Ky.,
over Indiana Highway 62 to its junction
with Indiana Highway 56, thence over
Indiana Highway 56 to Seottsburg, Ind.,
serving all intermediate points and the
off-route points of Paynesville, (3) be-
tween Louisville, Ky., and the junction of
Indiana Highway 56 and Indiana High-
way 3 serving all intermediate points:
From Louisville over Indiana Highway 62
to its junction with Indiana Highway 3,
thence over Indiana Highway 3 to its
junction with Indiana Highway 586.

Nore.—The purpose of this republication
is to correct applicant's name, If a hearing
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1s deemed necessary, the applcant requests it
by held at Scottsburg, Ind.

No. MC 140050 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: ELVIS A.
LONG, doing business as MOTOR DE-
LIVERY SERVICE, P.O. Box 117, Car-
rollton, Tex. 75006. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Hugh T. Matthews, 2340 Fidel-
ity Union Tower, Dallas, Tex. 75201, Au-
thority sought to operate as a coniract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Paper and paper
products, scrap and waste paper and ma-
terials, equipment and supplies used in
the manufacture thereof (except com-
modities in bulk), between points in
Dallas County, Tex., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Arkansas,
Louisiana, and Oklahoma, under a con-
tinuing contract or contracts with Inland
Container Corporation.

Nore.—If a hearing 1s deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Dallas,
Tex,

No. MC 140563 (Sub-No. 5) filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: W. T. MYLES
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a Cor-
poration, P.O. Box 321, Conley, Ga.
30027. Applicant’s representative: Archie
B. Culbreth, Suite 246, 1252 West Peach-
tree St. N.W., Atlanta, Ga. 30309. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Newsprint paper,
in rolls, from the South Carolina Ports
Authority located at or near Charleston,
S.C., to the plantsite of Treasure Chest
Advertising Company, Inc., located at or
near Morrow, Ga.

Note—Applicant holds contract carrler
authority in MC 138869 and subs there-
under, therefore dual operations may be in-
volved, If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap-
pllcant requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 141071 (Sub-No. 3), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: LARANETA
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., 870 West
pth Street, San Pedro, Calif. 90730. Ap~
plicant’s representative: William J. Mon-
heim, P.O. Box 1756, 15942 Whittier
Blvd.,, Whittier, Calif. 90609. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Pet food, from Perham,
Minn. and Muscatine, Jowa, to Terminal
Island, Calif., under a continuing con-
tract, or contracts with Star-Kist Foods,
Inc,

Nore.—If a hearing is deemed necessary,
ghe applicant requests it be held at Los
Angeles, Calif.

No. MC 141150 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 19, 1976. Applicant: ATLAS
WAREHOUSING COMPANY, a Corpora-
tion, 510 West Kearsley Street, P.O. Box
3551, Flint, Mich. 48506. Applicant’s rep~
resentative: Karl L. Gotting, 1200 Bank

of Lansing Building, Lansing Mich.
48093. Authority sought to operate as
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Such
merchandise as is dealt with by retail
stores, from Flint and Saginaw, Mich.,
to 8. 8. Kresge Company stores in Bay,
Genesee, Isabella, Lapeer, Macomb, Mid-~
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land, Oakland, Saginaw, and Shiawassee
Counties, Mich., and return of rejected
or damaged merchandise, under a con-
tinuing contract or contracts with S. 8.
Kresge Company.

Nore—If a hearing is deemed necessary,

applicant requests it be held at either Lan-
sing or Detroit, Mich.

No. MC 141171 (Sub-No. 1), filed Feb-
ruary 25, 1976. Applicant: J & G
SWARTZ, INC., 3755 Fenwick Drive,
Spring Valley, Calif. 92077. Applicant’s
representative: David P. Christianson,
606 South Olive Street, Suite 825, Los
Angeles, Calif. 90014, Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: I'mported and domestic processed
specially foods, packed or unpacked, in
straight shipments, or in mixed ship-
ments with commodities exempt under
the provisions of Section 203(b)(6) of
the Interstate Commerce Act, from all
imported or domestic food brokers with-
in the city of New York, N.Y. and its
Commercial Zone, to Los Angeles and
Culver City, Calif., under a continuing
contract or contracts with F & M Im-
porting Co., and Bezjian’s Grocery Inc,

Nore.—If a hearing is deemed necessary,

applicant requests 1t be held at Los Angeles,
Calif, /

No. MC 141198 (Sub-No. 2), filed
February 20, 1976, Applicant: RALPH
CARESTIA, Route 1, Florence, Colo.
81226. Applicant’s representative: Ralph
Carestia (same address as' applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a con-
itract carrier, by motor vehicle, over

irregular routes, transporting: Coal, in
bulk, in dump trucks, from the mine
site of Canon Coal Company, approxi-
mately 9 miles south of Florence, Colo.,
to Raton, N. Mex., under a continuing
contract or contracts with Canon Coal
Company.

Nore—If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant does not specify a location.

No. MC 14120 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: JOHN H.
HETZER, 2101 36th Street, Parkersburg,
W. Va. 26101. Applicant’s representative:
John M. Friedman, 2930 Putnam Ave-
nue, Hurricane, W. Va, 25526. Authority
sought to operate as a coniract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Machinery parts for con-
tractors, road building, mining and log~
ging equipment, between Indianapolis,
Ind., on the one hand, and, on the other
Belle and Parkersburg, W. Va,, under a
continuing contract or contracts with
Machinery Co., Belle, W. Va,

Nore.—If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Charleston, W, Va, or Columbus, Ohio.

No. MC 141506 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: STEVE
COODY TRUCKING, INC. Route 3,
Vienna, Ga. 31092. Applicant’s represent~
ative: T. Baldwin Martin, Sr., 700 Home
Federal Bullding, P.O. Box 4987, Macon,
Ga. 31208. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Dolo-
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mitic limestone, in dump type vehicles,
from Southern Stone Company located
at or near Auburn, Ala., to points in
Bleckley, Crisp, Dodge, Dooly, Houston,
Lee, Macon, Pulaski, Sumter, Turner,
and Wilcox Counties, Ga., under a con-
tinuing contract or contracts with Coody
Farms and its customers.

Nore~—If a hearing is deemed necessary,

applicant requests it be held at either Co-
Iumbus or Atlanta, Ga., or Jacksonville, ¥la,

No. MC 141516 (Sub-No. 1) (Correc-
tion), filed March 12, 19786, published in
the Feperal. REGISTER issue of April 8,
1976, republished as corrected this issue,
Applicant: RICHARD L. HODGES, IN-
CORPORATED, P.O. Box 141, Unity,
Maine 04988, Applicant’s representative:
Peter L. Murray, 30 Exchange Street,
Portland, Maine 04111, Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Fish meal and processed meai and
bone meal (in bulk) from points in Mas-
sachusetts to points in Maine,

Nore—The purpose of this republication
is to correct the applicant’s name. If a hear-
ing 1s deemed necessary, the applicant does
not request any specific location.

No. MC 141530 (Sub-No. 2), filed
February 23, 1976. Applicant: BROCK'S
AUTO PARTS, INC., 2150 East 1st St,
Tempe, Ariz. 85281. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Wayne C. Arnett, 2105 South
McClintock Drive, Tempe, Ariz. 85282.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Loose, un-
crated, used automobile and truck parts,
between points in Arizona, California,
Nevada, New Mexico, and Texas.

Nore.—If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Phoenix,
Arlz, ;

No. MC 141590 (Sub-No. 2) (Amend-
ment), filed March 4, 1976, published in
the FepEran REGISTER issue of April 1,
1976, republished as amended this issue.
Applicant: NOAH E. FERRIS, doing
business as CONTRACT FURNITURE
CARRIERS, 7004 Peters Creek Road,
Roanoke, Va. 24019. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Nancy Pyeatt, 1750 New York
Avenue N.W., Suite 210, Washington,
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
New jurniture and furniture parts, from
Pulaski, Dublin, and Martinsville, Va., {0
points in Arizona, California, Colorado,
Idaho, Towa, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis-
souri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New
Mexico, North Dakota, Oregon, South
Dakota, Utah, Washington, Wisconsin,
and Wyoming; and (2) damaged re;‘ysed
and rejected new furniture and furniture
parts, from points in the named-named
destination states to Pulaski, Dublin, and
Martinsville, Va., restricted in (1) and
(2). to the performance of service under
a continuing contract with Coleman
Furniture Corporation and Pulaski Fur-
niture Corporation.

Nore—The purpose of this application 1§
to indicate applicant's amended requests of
authority. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
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the applicant requesis it be held at either
Roanoke, Va, or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 141671 (Sub-No. 1), filed
mMarch 18, 1976. Applicant: TESORO
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 8700

oro Drive, Ban Antonio, Tex. 78286,
Applicant’s representative: William L.
Weddle (same address as applicant) . Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Crude peiroleum,
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in
Lea, Cuyy, Eddy, Roosevell, and Chavez
Counties, N. Mex., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in that part of
Texas south of a line beginning at the
New Mexico-Texas State line and ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 66 to Ama-
rillo, Tex., thence south along U.S. High~
way 87 to Big Springs, Tex., thence west
along U.S. Highway 80 to Pecos, Tex.,
thence northerly along U.S. Highway 285
to the New Mexico-Texas State line,

Nore.—Dusal operations may be involved. If
a hearing is deemed necessary, the appiicant
requests it be held at either San Antonio or
Houston, Tex.

No. MC 141739 (Sub-No, 2) (Amend-
ment), filed February 9, 1976, published
in FEDERAL REGISTER issue of March 18,
1976, and republished as amended this
iszue. Applicant: SPECIALIZED
TRUCKING SERVICE, INC., 1523 i18th
NE, Puyallup, Wash. 98731. Applicant’s
representative: Jack R. Davis, 1100 IBM
Building, Seattle, Wash. 98101. Author-
ity sought to operate as a coniract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Mineral fibre,
mineral fibre products, and insulating
materials, from the facilities of U.S.
Gypsum Company, at or near Tacoma,
Wash., to points in California, Idaho,
Montana, Nevada, and Utah and ports
of entry on the International Boundary
line between the United States and Can-
ada located at points in Idaho, North
Dakota, Montana, and Washington, for
service to the Provinces of Alberta,
British Columbia, Manitcba, and Sas-
katchewan, Canada, under a continuing
contract or contracts with United States
Gypsum Company,

Note—The purposes of this republication
are: (1) to Indicate applicant seeks addi-
tional service to ports of entry located at
points In North Dakota; and (2) to Indicate
the proposed operations will also extend to
points in the Provinces of Manitoba and
Saskatchewan, Canada. Common control may
be involved. If a hearing ls deemed neces-
sary, the applicant requests it be held at
Seattle, Wash.

No. MC 141803, filed February 17, 1976,
Applicant: KENNETH W. FREEMAN,
doing business as EAGLE TRANSPORT,
PO. Box 28, Haines, Alaska $9827. Ap-
rlicant’s representative: L. B. Jacobson,
P.O. Box 1211, Juneau, Alaska 99802.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: General
tommodities (except those of unusual
value, Classes A and B explosives, live-
stock, and commodities in bulk), be-
tween points in Alaska on what is com-
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monly called the “Southeast Peninsula”
which are points south and east of a
point at the intersection of the Alaska,
Yukon Territory, and Provinee of British
Columbia Boundary lines (exeept
Skaway, Alaska), in non-radial move-
ments,

Nore—If a hearing 1s deémed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Haines or Juneau, Alaska.

No. MC 141832, filed February 27, 1976.
Applicant: KIT, MOTOR EXPRESS,
INCORPORATED, 1228 Highland Ave-
nue, Louisville, Ky. 40204. Applicant's
representative: W. A, Knight (same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority sought to
operabe as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Aluminum, brass, copper, iron or
steel articles, paper and Other materials
and supplies used in manufacturing elec-
trical transformers or parts, between
points in California, Connecticut, Indi-
ana, Illinois, Towa, Kentucky, Michigan,
Mississippi, Missouri, New Jersey, New
York, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Virginia,
West Virginia, and Wisconsin, on the one
hand, and, on the other, Salinas, Calif,
and Versailles, Ky.; and (2) transform-
ers, transformer parts, office or plant
equipment, material handling equip-
ment, and supplies used in the sale and
distribution of transformers and parts
(except Classes A and B explosives, or
passengers), between points at or near
the plant sites of Kuhlman Electric
Company located at or near BSalinas,
Calif. and Versailles, Ky., on the one
hand, and, on the other, plants, ware-
houses, storage facilities and customer
delivery facilities at points in the United
States. including Alaska but excluding
Hawaii,

Nore—If 2 hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at either Lex-
Ington or Louisville, Ky. *

No. MC 141872, filed March 15, 19786.
Applicant: MATS, INC., 2810 East 125th
Street, Burnsville, Minn, 55337. Appli-
eant’s representative: Andrew R. Clark,
1000 First National Bank Bldg., Min~
neapolis, Minn, 55402. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities, between Min-
neapolis-St. Paul International Airport,
at Minneapolis, Minn., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Blue Earth,
Nicollet, Rice, Steele, and Waseca Coun-
ties, Minn., having a prior or subsequent
movement by air.

Nore.—If n hearing is deemegd necessary,
applicant requests it be held at either Min-
neapolis or St. Paul, Minn.

No. MC 141893, filed March 17, 1976.
Applicant: CLAYTON COURIER SERV-
ICE, INC., 7730 Carondelet, St. Louis, Mo.
63105. Applicant’s representative: B. W.
La Tourefte, Jr.,, 11 S. Meramee, Suite
1400, St. Louis, Mo. 63105. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: General commodities (ex~
cept those of unusual value, Classes A
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and B explosives, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, commodities in
bulk and those reguiring speeial equip-
ment), between points in St. Louis and
St. Louis County, Mo. and points in Mad-
ison, Monrse, and Bt. Clair Counties, 111,
restricted to shipments of 50 pounds or
less per package.

Nore—If & hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at either St.
Louis or Jefferson City, Mo.

No. MC 141894, filed March 11, 1976.
Applicant: STEEL, INC, 1500 Coining
Drive, Toledo, Ohio 43612, Applicant’s
representative: Earl N. Merwin, 85 West
Gay Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Iron and steel, be-
tween Toledo, Ohio, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Indiana and
Michigan, under a continuing contract
or contracts with Bleim Steel Company.

Nore.—If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held st either Co-
ITumbus or Toledo, Ohlo.

No. MC 141896, filed March 15, 1976.
Applicant: J. D. McCORKINDALE, do-
ing business as J. D. TRUCKING, 225
South Quince, Escondido, Calif. 92025.
Applicant's representative: J. D. Me-
Corkindale (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Such farm
commodities as are transported in bulk,
in hopper-type vehicles, between points
in California and Arizona.

Nore—If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at either Los
Angeles or San Diego, Calif.

No. MC 141904 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 17, 1876. Applicant: KOEHLER
TRANSFER, INCORPORATED, Box 96,
Old Route 66, Dwight, I1l. 60420. Appli-
cant’s representative: James R. Madler,
12556 N, Sandburg Terrace, No. 1608,
Chicago, 11l 60610. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Semi-baked products and materials,
equipment and supplies used in the man-
ufacture, production and distribution of
semi-baked products (except in bulk),
between Gardner, Ill,, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Indiana,
Towa, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri,
Nebraska, Tennessee and Wisconsin,
under a continuing contract or contracts
with Brownie Special Products Co.,
Gardner, I11.

NorE.—Applicant holds common carrier
authority In MC 138552, therefore dual op~-
erations may be involved. If a hearing is

deemed necessary, applicant requests it be
held at Chicago, IIl.

PASSENGER APPLICATIONS

No. MC 1515 (Sub-No. 212), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: GREY-
HOUND LINES, INC., Greyhound Tower,
Suite 1602, Phoenix, Ariz. 85077. Appli-
cant’s representative: W. L. McCracken
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,

by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
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transporting: Passengers and their bag-
gage, express and newspapers in the
same vehicle with passengers, (1) be-
tween the junction of U.S. Highway 50
and Interstate Highway 79 east of
Clarksburg, W. Va. and the junction of
U.B, Highway 119 and Interstate High-
way 79 north of Clendenin, W. Va., serv-
ing all intermediate points: From the
junction of U.S. Highway 50 and Inter-
state Flighway 79 over Interstate High-
way 79 to junction U.S. Highway 119 and
return over the same route; (2) between
Weston, W. Va., and the junction of U.S.
Highway 33 and Interstate Highway 79
serving all intermediate points: From
Weston, W. Va., over U.S. Highway 33 to
junction Interstate Highway 79 and re-
turn over the same route; (3) between
Flatwoods, W. Va, and the junction of
unnumbered “highw and Interstate
Highway 79 serving all intermediate
points: From Flatwoods, W. Va. over un-
numbered highway to junction Interstate
Highway 79 and return over the same
route, and (4) between Morgantown, W.
Va., and the junction of West Virginia
Highway 73 and U.S. Highway 48 serv-
ing all intermediate points: From Mor-
gantown over U.S. Highway 119 to junc-
tion West Virginia Highway 73, thence
over West Virginia Highway 73 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 48, and return over
the same route.

Nore—Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
oant requests it be held at Pittsburgh, Pa.

No. MC 140991 (Amendment), filed
December 22, 1975, published in the FEp-
£RAL REGISTER issue of March 11, 1976,
republished as amended this issue. Ap-
plicant: UNITED JEWISH ORGANIZA-
TIONS OF WILLIAMSBURGH, INC.,
545 Bedford Avenue, Brooklyn, N.Y.
11211, Applicant’s representative: Sid-
ney J. Leshin, 575 Madison Avenue, New
York, N.Y. 10022. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Passengers and their baggage, be-
tween Brooklyn, N.Y., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Orange,
Rockland, Sullivan, and Ulster Counties,
N.Y., restricted to members of organiza-
tions or schools that are members of the
United Jewish Organizations of Wil-
liamsburgh, Inc.

Norte—The purpose of this republication
is to amend the requested authority in this
proceeding. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant request it be held at New York,
N.Y.

No. MC 141702 (Amendment), filed
January 14, 1976, published in the FEep-
ERAL RECISTER issue of February 20, 1976,
republished as amended this issue. Ap-
plicant: LEO BEAUREGARD & FILS
LTEE, a Corporation, R. R. No. 3, St-
Hilaire, Province of Quebec, Canada. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Adrien R.
Paquette, 200 St. James St. W., Suite 900,
Montreal, Province of Quebec, Canada.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Passengers
and their baggage, in round-trip charter
operations. Beginning and ending at
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ports in the Province or Quebec, Canada,
and extending to points in the United
States (except Alaska and Hawail),
through ports of entry on the Interna-
tional Boundary line between the United
States and Canada, located at points in
New York, Vermont, New Hampshire,
and Maine.

Nore—The purpose of this republication
is to indicate the extent of applicant’s re-
quested operations in Canada. If a hearing
15 deemed necessary, the applicant requests
it be held at elther Albany or Plattsburgh,
N.Y.

No. MC 141729, filed January 19, 1976.
Applicant: AUTREY BUS LINES, INC.,
726 Sevier Avenue, EKnoxville, Tenn.
37920. Applicant’s representative: Robert
E. Pryor, 707 Gay Street SW., Knoxville,
Tenn: 37902. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi-
cle, over regular and irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Regular routes: Pas-
sengers and their bagoage and express
in the same vehicle with passengers, (1)
Between Sevierville, Tenn., and Newport,
Tenn.: From Sevierville over Tennessee
Highway 35 or U.S. Highway 411 to New-
port, and return over the same route,
serving all intermediate points; (2)
Between Knoxville, Tenn., and Elkmont,
Tenn.: Frem Knoxville over Tennessee
Highway 71 or U.S. Highway 441 to Elk-
mont, and return over the same route,
serving all intermediate points; (3) Be-
tween Sevierville and the Knox-Sevier
County line: From Sevierville over Ten-
nessee Highway 35 or U.S. Highway 411
to the Knox-Sevier County line and
return over-the same route, serving all
intermediate points; (4) Between Sevier-
ville, Tenn., and Junction Tennessee
Highway 71 or U.S. Highway 441 with
unnumbered highway: From Sevierville
over Tennessee Highway 71 or U.S. High-
way 441 to junction unnumbered highway
known as Old Knoxville-Sevierville High-
way, thence over Old Knoxville-Sevier-
ville Highway to Shooks Gap, and return
over the same route, serving all inter-
mediate points; and (5) Between New-
port, Tenn., and Greenville, Tenn.: From
Newport over US. Highway 411 to
Greenville, and return over the same
route; and (b) Irregular routes: Passen-
gers and their baggage, in the same
vehicle with passengers, in charter oper-
ations, in round-trip sightseeing begin-
ning and ending at EKnoxville, Gatlin-
burg, Sevierville, Pigeon Forge, Green-
ville, Newport, and Chestnut Hill, Tenn.,
and extending to points in the United
States (except Alaska and Hawail),
through points on the International
Boundary line between the United States
and Canada located at points in the
United States.

Nore—If & hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Knoxville, Nashville or Chattanooga, Tenn.,
or Atlanta, Ga.

No, MC 141794 (Sub-No. 2), filed
March 15, 1976. Applicant: ALADDIN
TOURS, INC., P.O. Box 41, 47500 Eldon,
Utica, Mich. 48083. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Robert McFarland, 999 West
Big Beaver Road, Suite 1002, Troy, Mich.
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48084. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Passen-
gers and their baggage, in special oper-
ations, between points in Lapeer, Ma-
comb, St. Clair, and Genesee Counties,
Mich., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in the United States in-
cluding Alaska but excluding Hawaii.

NoteE—If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Pontiac
or Flint, Mich,

No. MC 141886 (Sub-No. 1), filed
March 22, 1976. Applicant: ACADEMY
TOURS & TRAVEL CENTER, INC. 50
Highway 36, Leonardo, N.J. 07737. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Edward F.
Bowes, 744 Broad 'Street, Newark, N.J.
07102. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Passen-
gers and their baggage in the same vehi-
cle with passengers, between the New
York-New Jersey Port Authority Bus
Terminal, 40th Street and 8th Avenue,
New York, N.Y, and executive offices,
warehouse and plant facilities of Hudson
Pharmaceutical Corp., 21 Henderson
Drive, West Caldwell, N.J., restricted to
the transportation of employees of Hud-
son Pharmaceutical Corp., and further
restricted to operations under a confinu-
ing contract or contracts with Hudson
Pharmaceutical Corp.

Nore—Common confrol may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at elther Newark, N.J.
or New York, N.Y,

WATER CARRIER APPLICATION

No. W 1303, filed March 26, 1976,
Applicant: INTERCOASTAL LIQUID
BULK CARRIERS, INC., 313 Chestnut
Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19106. Appli-
cant’s representative: J. Raymond Clark,
600 New Hampshire Ave. Suite 1150,
Washington, D.C. 20037. Authority
sought to engage in operation, in inter-
state or foreign commerce as a common
carrier by water in the transportation of
Liquid commodities in bulk, by self-pro-
pelled tanker vessel with supplemental
dry cargo capability, between (1) ports
and peints along the Atlantic Coast and
its tributary waterways, on the one hand, .
and, on the other, ports and points along
the Gulf of Mexico and ports and points
along the Pacific Coast and its tributary
waterways and (2) ports and points along
the Pacific Coast and its tributary
waterways, on the one hand, and, on the
other, ports and points along the Guilf
of Mexico.

Nore—Applicant has concurrently filed a
motion to dismiss for lack of jurisdiction
pursuant to Section 303(d) of the Interstate
Commerce Act. If a hearing is deemed neces-
sary, the applicant requests it be held at
either Philadelphia, Pa., or Washington, D.C.

FREIGHT FORWARDER APPLICATIONS

No. FF-367 (Sub-No. 2), filed March 15,
1976. Applicant: FOUR WINDS FOR-
WARDING, INC. 7035 Convoy Court
San Diego, Calif, 92138. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Alan F. Wohlstetter, 1700 K
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. Au-
thority sought to engage in operation, in
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interstate commerce, as a [reight jfor-
warder, through use of the facilities of
common carriers by rail, motor, water,
and express, in the transportation of (a)
Used household goods and unaccom-
panied baggage; and (b) wused auto-
mobiles, between points in the United
States, including Alasks and Hawaii, re-
stricted in <b) above to the transporta-
tion of export and import traffic.

Note.—The purpose of this application is
to add Alaska to applicant’s present author-
ity. Common control may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests 1t be held at San Diego, Calif,

No. FF-479, filed January 14, 1976, Ap-
plicant; ATLAS - INTERNATIONAL,
LTD., 661 Taylor Street, Washington,
D.C. 20017. Applicant's representative:
Robert J, Gallagher, Suite 1200, 1000
Connecticut Ave.,, Washington, D.C.
20036. Authority sought to engage in op-
eration, In interstate commerce, as a
jreight forwarder, through use of the
facilities of common carriers by railroad,

motor vehicle, water, and express, in the:

transportation of (a) Used household
goods, as defined by the Commission, and
unaccompanied baggage: and (b) wused
automobiles, between points in the

United States, including Hawaii but ex-
cluding Alaska, restricted to the trans-
portation of export-import traffic only.

Nome—~Common conirol may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

FINANCE APPLICATIONS

The following applications seek ap-
proval to consolidate, purchase, merge,
lease operating rights and properties, or
acquire control through ownership of
stock, of rail carriers or motor carriers
pursuant to Sections 5(2) or 210a(b) of
the Interstate Commerce Act.

An original and two copies of protests
to the granting of the requested author~
ity must be filed with the Commission
within 30 days after the date of this
FEDERAL REGISTER notice. Such protest
shall comply with Special Rules 240(c)
or 240(d) of the Commission’s General
Rules of Practice (49 CFR § 1100.240)
and shall include 8 concise statement of
protestant’s interest in the proceeding.
A copy of the protest shall be served con-
currently upon applicant’s representa-
tive, or applicant if no representative is
named.

No. MC-F-12808. Authority sought for
purchase by BN TRANSPORT, INC., 796
South Pear] Street, Galesburg, IL., 61401,
of a portion of the operating rights of
JOLIET WAREHOUSE AND TRANS-
FER COMPANY, 12 New Street, Joliet,
IL., 61401, and for acquisition by BUR~
LINGTON NORTHERN INC., 176 East
Fifth Street, St. Paul, MN., 55101, of con-
trol of such rights through the purchase,
Applicants’ attorneys: Cecil L. Goettsch,
1100 Des Moines Building, Des Moines,
1A, 50309 and Carl Steiner, 39 South
LaSalle Street, Chicago, IL., 60603. Oper-
aling rights sought to be transferred:
General commodities with exceptions as
& common carrier over regular routes be-
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tween Chicago, IIl., and Joliet, Ill., serv-
ing all intermediate points and the off-
route points of Rockdale, Lemont, and
Coal City, Ill, between junction U.S.
Highway 66 and Illinois Highway 7, and
Joliet, I1l., serving all intermediate points
and the off-route points of Rockdale,
Lemont;, and Coal City, IIl., with re-
strictions; general commodities with ex-
ceptions as a common carrier over ir-
regular routes from Joliet to points in
Illinois with 50 miles of Joliet, with no
transportation for compensation on re-
turn except as otherwise authorized. Un-~
der & certificate of registration in Docket
No. MC-1797 (Sub-No. 4) covering the
transportation of general commodities
(except that part of Sub 4 authorizing
the transportation of machinery, boilers,
household and office furniture to or from
any point or points with the state of
Illinois) as a common carrier, in intra-
state commerce, within the State of Illi-
nois, Vendee is authorized to operate as
a common carrier in Minnesota, Ilinois,
Indiana, Towa, Wisconsin, Kansas, Mis-
souri, Montana, North Dakota, Nebraska,
Wyoming, Idaho, Washington, Oregon,
and Colorado. Application has been filed
for temporary authority under section
210a(b).

NoTe.—MC-63562 (Sub-No. 54), dir.
rel. matter.

No. MC-F-12809. Authority sought for
control by RYDER SYSTEM, INC., a
non-carrier, 3600 N.W. 82nd Avenue,
Miami, FL. 33166, of JANESVILLE
AUTO TRANSPORT COMPANY, 1263
South Cherry Street, Janesville, WI.,
53545. Applicants’ attorneys: Walter N.
Bieneman, Suite 102, 100 West Long
Lake Road, Bloomfield Hills, MI., 48013,
and Leonard R. Kofkin, 39 S. LaSalle
Street, Chicago, IL., 60603. Operating
rights sought to be controlled: Aufomo-
biles, trucks, chassis, and buses, in initial
movements, in truckaway and drive-
away service, as a common carrier over
irregular routes from Janesville, Wis., to
points in Illinois, Indiana, Yowa, the Up-~
per Peninsula of Michigan, Minnesota,
Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, North Da-
kota, Ohio, South Dakota, and Wiscon-
sin, tractors (not including farm tractors
and crawler or track type tractors), ini-
tial movements, in truckaway and drive-
away service, from Janesville, Wis., to
points in Montana, Nebraska, North Da-
kota, and South Dakota, automobiles,
trucks, tractors (not including farm
tractors and crawler or track type trac-
tors and crawler or track type tractors),
chassis, and buses, in secondary move-~
ments, in truckaway and driveaway serv-
ice, between points in Illinois, Indiana,
Towa, and the Upper Peninsula of Michi-
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, Ne~
braska, North Dakota, South Dakota, and
Wisconsin not including points in the
St. Louis, Mo.-East St. Louis, Ill, Com-
mercial Zone, as defined by the Commis-
sion, Unfinished automobiles, trucks, and
chassis, in initial movements, in truck-
away and driveaway service, from Janes-
ville, Wis., to points in the Upper Penin-
sula of Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri,
and Wisconsin, between points in Ili-
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nois, Indiana, Yowa, the Upper Penin-
sula of Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri,
and Wisconsin, not including points
from the St. Louils, Mo.-East St. Louis,
Ill.,, Commercial Zone, as defined by the
Commission, aulomobdbile parts, from
Janesville, Wis., to points in Illinois, In-
diana, and Towa.

Vehicle bodies, automobile purts when
accompanying vehicles with which to be
used, and aulomobile show parapher-
nalia and displays (except display vehi-
cles) , between points in Illinois, Indiana,
Towa, the Upper Peninsula of Michigan,
Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, Ne-
braska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
and Wisconsin, automobiles, irucks,
chassis, buses, and tractors (not includ-
ing farm tractors and crawler or track
type tractors), in initial movements, in
truckaway and driveaway service, from
Janesville, Wis., to points in Colorado,
Idaho, Kansas, Wyoming, and the Lower
Peninsula of Michigan, automobiles,
trucks, tractors (not including farm trac-
tors and crawler or track type tractors),
chassis, and buses, in secondary move-
ments, in truckaway and driveaway
service, and vehicle bodies, automobile
parts when accompanying vehicles with
which to be used, and automobile show
paraphernalia and displays, between
points in Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, Wyo-
ming, and the Lower Peninsula of
Michigan, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, Nebras-
ka, North Dakota, South Dakota, Wis-
consin, and the Upper Peninsula of
Michigan not including points from the
St.-Louis, Mo.-East St. Louis, Ill., Com-
mercial Zone as defined by the Com-
mission, automobiles, trucks, and buses
as described in Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and
766, in initial movements, in truckaway
service, from the plant sites of the Gen-
eral Motor Corporation at Jackson
County, Mo., to points in Minnesota,
Wisconsin, Illinois, Towa, and the Upper
Peninsula of Michigan, from Flint and
Lansing, Mich., to Janesville, Wis., from
Flint and Lansing, Mich., to points in
Towa, Minnesota, and Wisconsin, from
Pontiac, Mich., to points in Iowa, Min-
nesota, and Wisconsin, with restrictions.
RYDER SYSTEM, INC., holds no au-
thority from this Commission. However,
it is affiliated with (1) COMPLETE
AUTO TRANSIT, INC., 18544 W. Eight
Mile Rd., Southfield, MI 48075, and (2)
M. & G. CONVOY, INC., P.O, Box 104,
Buffalo, N.Y. 14210, (1) which is author-
ized to operate as a contract carrier in
all of the States in the United States
(except Alaska and Hawaii), and (2)
which is authorized to operate as a com-
mon carrier in all of the States in the
United States (except Alaska and Ha-
walil) . Application has not been filed for
ﬁz)npomry authority under section 210a

No. MC-F-12810. Authority south for
control by VIRGINIA LEE PEARSON, a
individual, Route 2 Yates Crossing, Mil-
ton, West Virginia, 25541, of (B) C.
DRIVEWAY, INC. 100 22nd Street,
Huntington, WV 25714, and (BB) MILLS
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TRANSFER CO., 47 Sycamore Street,
Gallipolis, OH 45631, and for acquisition
by VIRGINIA LEE PEARSON, Milton,
West Virginia, 25541, of control of (B)
CASE DRIVEWAY, INC., and (BB)
MILLS TRANSFER CO., through the ac-
quisition by VIRGINIA LEE PEARSON,
Applicants’ attorney: John M. Friedman,
2930 Putnam Avenue, Hurricane, West
Virginia, 25526. Operating rights sought
to be controlled: (B) Automobiles,
trucks, bodies, cabs, chassis, and unjur-
nished automobiles, and numerous other
specified commodities, as a common car-
rier over, irregular routes, from, to, and
between specified points in the States of
‘Michigan, Ohio, Indiana, Wyoming, West
Virginia, Virginia, North Carolina, Ken-
tucky, Pennylvania, Iowa, Illinois, Ala-
bama, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Missouri,
Kansas, South Dakota, Wisconsin, Geor-
gia, Florida, Louisiana, Texas, Missis-
sippi, Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont,
Montana, Minnesota, New York, Arizona,
California, Colorado, Nevada, New Mexi-
co, Oregon, Connecticut, Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, New Jersey, Nebraska,
North Dakota, Utah, Washington, and
Idaho, with certain restrictions, as more
specifically deseribed in Docket No, MC-
17002 and Sub numbers thereunder, and
(BB) General commodities, with certain
specified exceptions, and numerous other
specified commodities, as a common car-
rier over irregular routes, from, to, and
between specified points in the States of
Pennsylvania, Ohio, West Virginia, Illi-
nois, Indiana, Kentucky, Tennessee, and
Virginia, with certain restrictions, as
more specifically described in Docket No.
MC-55777 and Sub numbers thereunder.
This notice does not purport to be a com-
plete description of all of the operating
rights of the carrier involved. The fore-
going summary is believed to be sufficient
for purposes of public notice regarding
the nature and extent of this carrier’s
operating rights, without stating, in full,
the entirety, thereof. VIRGINIA LEE
PEARSON, (an individual) , holds no au-
thority from this Commission. However
she controls MILLS TRANSFER CO.,
through ownership of all its outstanding
capital stock, and upon approval of this
application, will be authorized to acquire
control of CASE DRIVEWAY, INC. Ap-
plication has been filed for temporary
authority under section 210a(b),

" No. MC-F-12811. Authority sought for
purchase by CHICAGO-ST. LOUIS
TRANSPORT, INC., 800 Joliet Street,
Joliet, TL 60436, of the operating rights
of AIRLINE CARTAGE, INC,, 1227 Sun-
nyside  Avenue, Chicago Heights, IL,
60411, and for acquisition by HOME-
WOOD BEVERAGE CO., INC., 2064 West
47th Street, Markham, IL 60426, of con-
{rol of such rights through the purchase.
Applicants’ attorney: Carl L. Steiner, 39
South La Salle Street, Chicago, IL 60603.
Operating rights sought to be trans-
ferred: Under a certificate of registration
in Docket No. MC-120569 (Sub-No. 1),
covering the transportation of general
commodities, as a common carrier, in in-
terstate commerce, within the State of
Tilinois. Vendee is authorized to operate
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as a common carrier in Ilinois, Indiana,
and Missouri. Application has been filed
for temporary authority under section
210a(b).

MC-134493 (Sub-No. 2) is a directly
related matter.

No. MC-F-12812. Authority sought for
purchase by ALL-AMERICAN, INC., 900
West Delaware, Sioux Falls, South
Dakota, 57104, of the operating rights of
NEBRASKA CITY TRANSFER, P.O. Box
532, Nebraska City, Nebraska, 68410, and
for acquisition by ALL-AMERICAN
TRANSPORT, INC., and H. LAUREN
LEWIS, both of Sioux Falls, South Da-
kota, 57104, of control of such rights
through the purchase. Applicants’ at-
torney: Carl L. Steiner, 39 South La Salle
Street, Chicago, IL., 60603. Operating
rights sought to be transferred: General
commodities as a cCommon carrier over
regular routes, with exceptions between
Nebraska City, Nebr., and Omaha, Nebr.,
serving the intermediate points of Platts-

mouth and La Platte, Nebr,, and the off- _

route points of Union, Murray, and May-
nard, Nebr., with restrictions; general
commodities, with exceptions between
Lincoln, Nebr., and Nebraska City, Nebr.;
between Nebraska City, Nebr., and
Omaha, Nebr., serving the intermediate
points of Plattsmouth and La Platte,
Nebr., and the off-route points of Union,
Murray, and Maynard, Nebr., between
Nebraska City, Nebr., and Lincoln, Nebr.,
serving the intermediate points of Un-
adilla, Syracuse, and Dunbar, Nebr., and
the off-route points of Peru and Julian,
Nebr.; general commodities, with excep-
tions as a common carrier over irregular
routes between points in Cass, Oftoe,
Johnson, and Nemaha Counties, Nebr.,
on the one hand, and, on the other, points
in that part of Nebraska on and east of
Nebraska Highway 61; paper and paper
products except paper bags and paper
containers, from Nebraska City, Nebr.,
to points in Towa, Minnesota, Missouri,
Nebraska, and South Dakota, with no
transportation for compensation on re-
turn except as otherwise authorized from
Nebraska City, Nebr., to points in Colo-
rado, with restrictions. Vendee is au-
thorized to operate as a common carrier
in South Dakota, Nebraska, Colorado,
Hlinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri,
North Dakota, Ohio, Tennessee, Wiscon-
sin, Wyoming, and Pennsylvania. Ap-
plication has been file for temporary au-
thority under section 210a(b).
DELAWARE OTSEGO CORPORA-
TION, 1 Railroad Avenue, Cooperstown,
New York 13326, represented by Mr.
Walter Rich, President, Delaware Otsego
Corporation, 1 Railroad Avenue, Coop-
erstown, New York 13326, hereby give
notice that on the 29th day of March,
1976, it filed with the Interstate Com-
merce Commission at Washington, D.C.,
an application under Seciion 5(2) of the
Interstate Commerce Act for an order to
acquire and control the Fonda, Johns-
town and Gloversville Railroad Com-
pany, a railroad which operates from a
connection with the Penn Central Trans-
portation Company at Fonda, New York

through the cities of Johnstown and
Gloversville, New York, to a terminus in
Broadalbin, New York, a distance of 20
miles. The line to be acquired and con-
trolled includes the stations of Fonda,
Johnstown, Gloversville, Vail Mills, and
Broadalbin, all in New York State. The
Delaware Otsego Corporation presently
controls the Cooperstown and Charlotte
Valley Railway Corporation which oper-
ates a line of railroad from Cooperstown
Junetion to Cooperstown, New York, a
distance of 16 miles in Otsego County,
New York. This application has been as-
signed the Finance Docket No. 28155,

In the opinion of the applicant, grant-
ing the authority sought in this applica-
tion would not constitute a major Fed-
eral action having a significant effect
upon the quality of the human environ-
ment within the meaning of the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969. In ac-
cordance with the Commission’s regula-
tions (49 CFR 1100.250) in Ex Parte No.
55 (Sub-No. 4), Implementation—Nat'l
Environmental Policy Act, 1969, 340
1.C.C. 431 (1972), any protests may in-
clude a statement indicating the presence
or absence of any effect of the requested
Commission action on the guality of the
human environment. If any such effect
is alleged to be present, the statement
shall include information relating to the
relevant factors set forth in Ex Parte No.
55 (Sub-No. 4), supra, Part (b) (1)-(5),
340 1.C.C. 431, 461.

Pursuant to the provisions of the In-
terstate Commerce Act, as amended, the
proceeding will be handled without pub-
lic hearings unless comments in support
or opposition on such application are
filed with the Secretary, Interstate
Commerce Commission, 12th and Con-
stitution Avenue NW., Washington, D.C.
20423, and the aforementioned counsel
for applicant, within 45 days after date
of first publication in the FepEraL REG-
1sTER; that such comments shall be
served upon (a) Mr., William T. Cole-
man, Jr., Secretary, Department of
Trancportation, 400 Tth Street SW,
Washington, D.C. 20590, (b) Mr. Edward
H. Levi, Attorney General, Department
of Justice, 10th and Constitution Ave-
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 20530, and -
certificate of all such service is given
to the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion: and that all other applications,
which are inconsistent, in whole or in
part, with such applications, and all
petitions for inclusion in the fransac-
tion, shall be filed with the Commission
and furnished to the Secretary of Trans-
portation, within 90 days after the pub-
lication of notice of the application in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

DELAWARE OTSEGO CORPORATION

OPERATING RIGHTS APPLICATIONS DIRECTLY
RELATED TO FINANCE PROCEEDINGS

The following operating rights appli-
cations are filed in connection with
pending finance applications under Sec-
tion 5(2) of the Interstate Commerce
Act, or seek tacking and/or gateway
elimination in connection with pending
transfer applications under Section 212
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{b) of the Interstate Commerce Act.
An original and two copies of protests

to the granting of the authorities must-

pe filed with the Commission within 30
days after the date of this FEperan
ReGISTER notice. Such protests shall
comply with Special Rule 247(d) of the
Commission’s General Rules of Practice
(49 CFR § 1100.247) and include & con-
cise statement of protestant’s interest in
the proceeding and copies of its conflict-
ing suthorities. Verified statements in
opposition should not be tendered at this
time. A copy of the protest shall be served
concurrently upon applicant’s represent-
ative, or applicant if no representative
is named.

Each applicant states that there will
be not significant effect on the quality
of the human environment resulting
from approval of its applications.

No. MC 30508 (Sub-No. 4), filed
March 17, 1976. Applicant: DEAR-
BORN'S MOTOR EXPRESS, INC., 140
Epping Street, Exeter, N.H, 03833. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Mary E. Kel-
ley, 11 Riverside Avenue, Medford,
Mass. 02155. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, trans-
porting: General commodities (except
those of unusual value, Classes A and
B explosives, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, commodi-
tles in bulk and those requiring spe-
cial equipment), (1) Between Haver-
hill, Mass., and Londonderry, N.H.:
From Haverhill over Massachusetts
Highway 97 to Salem, N.H., thence over
New Hampshire Highway 28 to London-
derry and retwrn over the same route,
serving all intermediate points: (2) Be-
tween Exeter, N.-H., and Londonderry,
N.H.; From Exeter, over New Hampshire
Highway 111 to its junction with New
Hampshire Highway 28, thence over New
Hampshire Highway 28 to Londonderry
(also from Exeter over New Hampshire
Highway 101 to Raymond, thence over
New Hampshire Highway 102 to London-
derry), and return over the same route,
serving all intermediate points; and (3)
Between Exeter, N.H., and Auburn, N.H.;
From Exeter over New Hampshire High-
way 101 to Auburn and return over the
same route, serving all intermediate
points,

Nore: This is a matter directiy related to
8 Section 5(2) finance proceeding in MC-F-
12800 published in the FEeDERAL REGISTER
issue of April 1, 1976, Common control may
be involved. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at efther
Manchester, N.H,, or Boston, Mass.

No. MC 107615 (Sub-No. 7), filed
March 24, 1976, Applicant: UNITED
NEWS TRANSPORTATION COMPANY,
950 East Lugzerne Street, Philadelphia,
Pa, 19124, Applicant’s representative:
Francls W. McInerny, 1000 Sixteenth
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20036.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting : New papers,
magazines, books, catalogs, pamphlets,
periodicals, publications and parts, dis-
play stands, new wvending machines,
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advertising materials, premiums and
printing plates, between points in Ber-
gen, Hunterdon, Mercer, Middlesex, Mor-
ris, Passaic, Somerset, Sussex, Union, and
Warren Counties, N.J., and those in
Westchester County, N.Y., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Rock-
land, Nassau and Suffolk Counties, N.Y.,
and those in Delaware, Maryland, Penn-
sylvania, and the District of Columbia.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
gateways at New York, N.Y, and Phil-
adelphia, Pa.

Nore—This is a matter directly related to
a Section 5(2) finance proceeding in MC-F
12752 published in the FEDERAL REGISTER is-
sue of February 4, 1976. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, the applicant requests it be held
at Washington, D.C,

No. MC 108119 (Sub-No. 47). filed
January 26, 1976. Applicant: E. L.
MURPHY TRUCKING COMPANY, 3303
Sibley Memorial Highway, P.O. Box 3010,
St. Paul, Minn. 55165. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Donald A. Morken, 100 First
National Bank Bldg., Minneapolis, Minn.
55402, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting. (1) Farm
machinery, which because of size or
weight, requires special handling or the
use of special equipment, or which is a
self-propelled article weighing 15,000
pounds or more; and (2) related parts,
materials and supplies, when their trans-
portation is incidental to commodities
in (1) above, (A) Connecticut: (1) Be-
tween points in Connecticut, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Ari-
zona, California, Colorado, Kansas
(points on, north and west of a line ex-
tending westerly from the Kansas-Mis-
souri line along Interstate Highway 70
to its junction with the Kansas Turn-
pike, thence southwesterly along the
Kansas Turnpike to its junction with
U.S. Highway 166, thence westerly along
U.S. Highway 166 to its junction with
U.S. Highway 81, thence southerly along
U.S. Highway 81 to the Kansas-Okla-
homa State line, and points in the Kan-
sas City Commercial Zone), Missourt
(points in the Kansas City Commercial
Zone only) , Nebraska, Nevada, New Mex-~
ico, Oklahoma (points on, and west of
a line extending southerly from the Kan-
sas-Oklahoma State Line along U.S.
Highway 81- to its junction with U.S.
Highway 60, thence westerly along U.S.
Highway 60 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 183, thence southerly along U.S.
Highway 183 to the Oklahoma-Texas
State Line), Texas (points on, and west
of a line extending southerly from the
Oklahoma-Texas State Line along U.S.
Highway 283 fo its junction with U.S.
Highway 80, thence westerly along U.S.
Highway 80 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 277, thence southwesterly along
U.S. Highway 277 to Del Rio, Texas,
thence sonthwesterly along unnumbered
highway to the International Boundary
with Mexico), Utah and Wyoming; and
(2) Between points in Connecticut, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Kansas not described in Part A,
above. The purpose of this filing is to
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eliminate the gateways in Pennsylvania,
Ohio, and Minnesota.

(B) Delaware: (1) Between points in
Delaware, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Arizona, California, Colo-
rado, Kansas (points on, and west of a
line extending southerly from the Kan-
sas-Nebraska State Line along U.S.
Highway 77 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 36, thence westerly along U.S.
Highway 36 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 81, thence southerly along U.S.
Highway 81 to its junction with Kansas
Highway 140, thence southwesterly along
Kansas Highway 140 to its junction with
U.S. Highway 156, thence southwesterly
along U.S. Highway 156 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 56, thence south-
westerly along U.S. Highway 56 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 283, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 283 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 54, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 54 to the
Oklahoma-Kansas State Line) , Nebraska
(points on, north and west of a line ex-
tending from the Missouri-Nebraska
State Line westerly along U.S. Highway
136 to its junction with U.S. Highway 77,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 77
to the Kansas-Nebraska State Line),
Nevada, New Mexico (points on, and west
of a line extending from the New Mexico-
Texas State Line westerly along U.S.
Highway 62 to its junction with New
Mexico Highway 18, thence southerly
along New Mexico Highway 18 to the New
Mexico-Texas State Line), Oklahoma
(points on, and west of U.S. Highway 54) ,
Texas (points on, and west of a line ex-
tending from the Oklahoma-Texas State
Line southerly along U.8. Highway 54 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 87, thence
southerly along U,S. Highway 87 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 62, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 62 to the
New Mexico-Texas State Line, and also
that part of Texas extending southerly
from the New Mexico-Texas State Line
along Texas Highway 18 to its junction
with Texas Highway 115, thence south-
erly along Texas Highway 115 to its junc-
tion with U.S. Highway 80, thence
southwesterly along U.S. Highway 80 to
its junction with Texas Highway 17,
thence southerly along Texas Highway
17 to the International Boundary with
Mezxico near Presidio, Tex), Utah and
Wyoming; and (2) between points in
Delaware, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Nebraska and New Mex-
ico not deseribed above. The purpose of
this filing is to eliminate the gateways
in Pennsylvania, Ohio and Minnesota.

(C) MARYLAND: (1) from points in
Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, and
Wyoming; to points in Maryland: (2)
from points in Colorado, Jowa (points in
the Council Bluffs Commercial Zone),
Kansas (points on and west of a line ex-
tending from the Kansas-Nebraska State
Line southerly along U.8. Highway 81 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 24, thence
westerly along U.S. Highway 24 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 183, thence
southerly along U.S, Highway 183 to its
Jjunction with Kansas Highway 96, thence
westerly along Kansas Highway 96 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 83, thenee
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southerly along U.S. Highway 83 to the
Kansas-Oklahoma State Line) , Nebraska
(peints in on, north and west of a line
extending from the Missouri-Nebraska
State line westerly along U.S. Highway
136 to its junction with U.S. Highway 77,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway
77 to the Kansas-Nebraska State Line),
New Mexico (points on, and west of a
line extending from the New Mexico-
Texas State Line along U.S. Highway 54
to its junction with New Mexico High-
way 18, thence southerly along New Mex-
ico Highway 18 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 62, thence southwesterly along
U.S. Highway 62 to the New Mexico-
Texas State Line), Oklahoma (points on,
and west of U.S. Highway 54), Texas
(points on, and west of U.S. Highway
54, and points on, and west of a line
extending from the New Mexico-Texas
State Line southerly along U.S. Highway
62 to its junction with Texas Highway 54,
thence southerly along Texas Highway
54 to its junction with U.S. Highway 67,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 67
to its end at the International Boundary
with Mexico ncar Presidio, Tex.); to
points in Maryland that are on, and east
of & line extending from the Maryland-
Pennsylvania State Line southerly along
Interstate Highway 81 to iis junction
with U.S. Highway 40, thence south-
easterly along U.S. Highway 50 to- Balti-
more, thence easterly along the southern
border of Kent County to the Delaware-
Maryland State Line.

(3) From points in Colorado, Iowa
(points in the Council Bluffs Commercial
Zone), Kansas (points on, and west of a
line extending from the Kansas-Ne-
braska State Line southerly along U.S.
Highway 81 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 24, thence westerly along U.S.
Highway 24 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 183, thence southerly along
U.S. Highway 183 fo its junction with
U.S. Highway 56, thence westerly along
U.S. Highway 56 to its juaction with U.S.
Highway 283, thence southerly along U.S.
Highway 54, thence southwesterly along
U.S. Highway 54 to the Kansas-Okla-
homa State Line), Nebraska (points on,
north and west of a line extending from
the Missouri-Nebraska State Line west-
erly along U.S. Highway 136 to its june-

_tion with U.S. Highway 81, thence south-
erly along U.S. Highway 81 to the Kan-
sas-Nebraska State Line), New Mexico
(points on, and west of a line extending
from the New Mexico-Texas State Line
along U.S. Highway 70 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 285, thence southerly
along U.S. Highway 285 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 62, thence southerly
along U.S. Highway 62 to the New Mex-
ico-Texas State Line) , Oklahoma (points
on, and west of U.S. Highway 54), Texas
(points on, and west of a line extending
from the Oklahoma-Texas State Line
southerly along U.S. Highway 54 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 87, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 87 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 60, thence

southwesterly along U.S. Highway 60 to
the New lJMexico-Texas State Line and,
points on and north of & line extending
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from the New Mexico-Texas State Line
southwesterly along U.S, Highway 62 to
the International Boundary with Mexico
near El Paso, Tex.) ; to points in Mary-
land that are on, and south of a line ex-
tending from the Maryland-West Vir-
ginia State Line northerly along Inter-
state Highway 81 to its junction with
U.S. Highway 40, thence easterly along
U.S. Highway 40 to Baltimore, thence
along the southern boundary of Kent
County to the Delaware-Maryland State
Line.

(4) From points in Colorado (points
on, north and west of a line extending
from the Colorado-Kansas Sfate Line
westerly along U.S. Highway 36 to its
junction with: Colorado Hizhway 71,
thence southerly along Colorado High-
way 71 to its junction with U.S. Highway
24, thence southwesterly along U.S,
Highway 24 to its junction with Inter-
state Highway 25, thence southerly along
Interstate Highway 25 to the Colorado-
New Mexico State Line) , Towa (points in
Council Bluffs Commercial Zone), Kan-
sas (points on, west and north of a line
extending from the Ransas-Nebraska
State Line southerly along U.S. Highway
83 to its junction with U.S. Highway 36,
thence westerly along U.S. Highway 36
to the Colorado-Kansas State Line), Ne-
braska (points on, and north of a line
extending from the Iowa-Nebraska State
Line westerly along Interstate Highway
80 to its junction with U.S. Highway 6,
thence westerly along U.S. Highway 6 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 83, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 83 to the
Kansas-Nebraska State Line) , New Mex-~
ico (points on, and west of a line extend-
ing from the Colorado-New Mexico State
Line southerly along Interstate Highway
25 to its junction with New Mexico High-
way 3, thence southerly along New Mex-
ico Highway 3 to ifs junction with U.S.
Highway 54, thence southerly along U.S.
Highway 54 to the New Mexico-Texas
State Line), Texas (points in El Paso
County only) ; and to points in Maryland
west of Interstate Highway 81, (5) from
points in Colorado, Nebraska, and New
Mexico not described above to peints in
Maryland. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateways of Fennsylvania,
Ohio, and Minnesota.

(D) MASSACHUSETTS: (1) Between
points in Massachusetts, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Ari-
zona, California, Colorado, Nebraska,
Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyom-
ing; (2) Between points in Massachu-
setts on and east of a line extending from
the Massachusetis-New  Hampshire
State Line southerly along U.S. High-
way 202 to its junction with Massachu-
setts Highway 2, thence easterly along
Massachusetts Highway 2 to its junction
with Massachusetts Highway 140, thence
southerly along Massachusetts, Highway
140 to its junction with Massachusetts
Highway 12, thence southerly along
Massachusetts- Highway 12 to its junc-
tion with Massachusetts Highway 122,
thence southerly along Massachusetts
Highway 122 to its junction with Mas-
sachusetts Highway 140, thence south-
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easterly along Massachusetts Highway
140 to its junction with Massachusetts
Highway 123, thence southwesterly
along Massachusetts Highway 123 to
the Massachusetts-Rhode Island State
Line, on the one hand, and, on the cther,
points in Jowa (points on, and west of
Interstate Highway 35), Kansas (points
on, and west of a line extending from
the Kansas-Missouri State Line westerly
along Kansas Highway 68 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 169, thence southerly
along U.S. Highway 169 to its junction
with Kansas Highway 39, thence south-
westerly along Kansas Highway 39 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 160, thence
westerly along U.S. Highway 160 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 7.

Thenece southerly along U.S. Highway
77 to the Kansas-Oklahoma State Line),
Oklahoma (points on, and west of a line
extending from the Kansas-Oklahoma
State Line southerly along U.8. Highway
77 to its junction with U.S. Highway 60,
thence westerly along U.S. Highway 60
to its junction with Interstate Highway
35, thence southerly along Interstate
Highway 35 to the Oklahoma-Texas
State Line), Texas (points on, and west
of a line extending from the Oklahoma-
Texas State Line southerly along Inter-
state Highway 35 to its junction with
U.S. Highway 377, thence southwesterly
along U.S. Highway 3177 to its junction
with Texas Highway 16, thence southerly
along Texas Highway 16 to its junction
with U.8. Highway 183, thence south-
easterly along U.S. Highway 183 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 81, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 81 to the
International Boundary with Mexico,
near Laredo, Texas, and also points in
the Commercial Zone of Dallas); (3)
Between points in Massachusetts west of
the area described in (2) above, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Iowa (points on and west of Intersfate
35), Kansas (points on, and west of a
line extending from the Kansas-Missouri
State Line southwesterly along Inter-
state Highway 35 to its junction with
U.S. Highway 717, thence southerly along
U.S. Highway 77 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 1686, thence westerly along U.S.
Highway 166 to its junction with Inter-
state Highway 35, thence southerly along
Interstate Highway 35 to the Kansas-
Oklahoma State Line), Oklahoma
(points on, and west of a line extending
from the Kansas-Oklahoma State Line
southerly along Interstate Highway 35
to its junction with U.S. Highway 60,
thence westerly along U.S. Highway 60
to its junction with U.S. Highway 81,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 81
to the Oklahomsa-Texas State Line),
Texas (points on, and west of a line ex-
tending from the Oklahoma-Texas State
Line socutherly along U.S. Highway 81 fo
its junction with U.S. Highway 67, thence
southwesterly along U.S. Highway 67 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 28],
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 281
to its junction with U.S. Highway 183,
thence southeasterly along U.S. Highway
183 to its junction with U.S. Highway 81,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 81
to its junction with U.S. Highway 57,
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thence westerly along U.S. Highway 57
to the International Boundary with
Mexico at Eagle Pass, Tex., and points in
the Commercial Zone of Dallas); and
(4) Between points in Massachusetts, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Kansas not deseribed in Part D above.
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate
the gateways of Pennsylvania, Ohio and
Minnesota.

(E) New Jersey: (1) Between points
in New Jersey, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Arizona, California,
Colorado, Nebraska, Nevada, New Mex~
ico, Utah, and Wyoming; (2) Between
points in New Jersey within the Com-
mercial Zone of New York, on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Towa
(points on, and west of U.S. Highway
71), Kansas (points on, and west of a
line extending from the Kansas-Missouri
State Line westerly along Interstate
Highway 70 to its junction with the
Kansas-Turnpike, thence southerly along
the Kansas Turnpike to its junction with
U.8. Highway 166, thence westerly along
U.S. Highway 166 to its junction with
U.S. Highway 81, thence southerly along
U.S. Highway 81 to the Kansas-Okla-
homa State Line), Missouri (points in
the Kansas City Commercial Zone),
Oklahoma (points on, north and west
of a line extending from the Kansas-
Oklahoma State Line southerly along
U.S. Highway 81 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 60, thence westerly along U.S.
Highway 60 to its junction with Okla-
homa Highway 34, thence southerly
along Oklahoma Highway 34 to its junc-
tion with Oklahoma Highway 33, thence
westerly along Oklahoma Highway 33 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 283,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 283
to its junction with Oklahoma Highway
9, thence westerly along Oklahoma High-
way 9 to the Oklahoma-Texas State
Line), Texas (points on, and west of a
line extending from the Oklahoma-Texas
State Line westerly along Texas Highway
203 to its junction with U.S. Highway 83,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 83
to its junction with U.S. Highway 277,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 277
fo the International Boundary with
Mexico near Del Rio, Tex.).

(3) Between points in New Jersey other
than those in the Commercial Zone of
New York; on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Towa (points on, and west
of U.S. Highway 75), Kansas (points on,
west and north of a line extending from
the Kansas-Nebraska State Line south-
erly along U.S. Highway 75 to its junc-
tion with U.S. Highway 38, thence west-
erly along U.S. Highway 36 to its junc-
tion with U.S. Highway 81, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 81 to its
Junction with U.S. Highway 24, thence
westerly along U.S. Highway 24 to its
Junction with U.S. Highway 183, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 183 to its
Junction with U.S. Highway 56, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 56 to its
lunction with U.S. Hichway 283, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 283 to its
Junction with U.S. Highway 54, thence

southwesterly along U.S. Highway 54 to
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the Kansas-Oklahoma State Line), Ne-
braska (points on and west of a line ex-
tending from the Iowa-Nebraska State
Line westerly along Nebraska Highway 2
to its junction with U.S. Highway 75,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 75
to the Kansas-Nebraska State Line),
Oklahoma (points on, and west of U.S.
Highway 54), Texas (points on, and west
of a line extending from the Oklahoma-
Texas State Line southerly along U.S.
Highway 54 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 87, thence southerly along U.S.
Highway 87 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 62, thence seuthwesterly along
U.S. Highway 62 to the New Mexico-Tex-
as State Line, and also that part of Texas
west of a line extending from the New
Mexico-Texas State Line southerly along
Texas Highway 18 to its junction with
Texas Highway 115, thence southerly
along Texas Highway 115 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 80, thence southwest-
erly along U.S. Highway 80 to its junc-
tion with U.S. Highway 290, thence
southeasterly along U.S. Highway 290 to
its junction with Texas Highway 17,
thence southerly along Texas Highway
17 to the International Boundary with
Mexico near Presidio, Tex.

(4) Between points in New Jersey
within the Commercial Zone of New
York, on the one hand, and, on the other
hand, points in Kansas not described in
Part E, (2) above; and (5) Between
points in New Jersey, other than those
within the Commercial Zone of New
York, on the one hand, and, on the other
hand, points in Nebraska not described
in Part E (3) above. The purpose of this
filing is to eliminate the gateways of
Pennsylvania, Ohio and Minnesota. (F)
New York: (1) Between points in New
York, on the one hand, and, on the other
hand, points in Arizona, California,
Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico, Utah,
and Wyoming; (2) Between points in
New York on, north and east of a line
extending from Lake Ontario easterly
along New York Highway 12 to its junc-
tion with Interstate Highway 81, thence
southerly along Interstate Highway 81
to its junction with New York Highway
5, thence easterly along New York High-
way 5 to its junction with U.S. Highway
20, thence easterly along U.S. Highway
20 to its junction with New York High-
way 12-B, thence southerly along New
York Highway 12-B to its junction with
New York Highway 23, thence easterly
along New York Highway 23 to the Mas-
sachusefts-New York State Line, on the
one hand, and, on the other hand, points
in Towa (points on, and west of Inter-
state Highway 35), Kansas (points on,
and west of a line extending from the
Kansas-Missouri State Line southwest-
erly along Interstate Highway 35 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 77, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 77 to the
Kansas-Oklahoma State Line), Missouri
(points in the Kansas City Commercial
Zone), Nebraska, Oklahoma (points on,
and west of a line extending from the
Kansas-Oklahoma State Line southerly
along U.S. Highway 177 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 70, thence easterly
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along U.S. Highway 70 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 377, thence southerly
along U.S. Highway 377 to the Okla-
homa-Texas State Line), Texas (points
on, and west of a line extending from
the Oklahoma-Texas State Line south-
erly along U.S. Highway 75 to its junc-
tion with U.S. Highway 77, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 77 to its
junction with Interstate Highway 37,
thence southeasterly along Interstate
Highway 37 to its end at Corpus Christi,
Tex:).

(3) Between points in New York on,
east and south of a line extending from
the New York-Pennsylvania State Line
northerly along the western boundary of
Delaware and Osego Counties to its junc-
tion with New York Highway 23, thence
easterly along New York Highway 23 to
the Massachusetts-New York State Line,
on the one hand, and, on the other hand,
points in Jowa (points on, and west of
U.S. Highway 59), Kansas (points on,
and west of a line extending from the
Kansas-Missouri State Line westerly
along Interstate Highway 70 to its junc-
tion with the Kansas Turnpike, thence
southerly along the Kansas Turnpike to
its junction with U.S. Highway 1686,
thence westerly along U.S. Highway 166
to its junction with U.S. Highway 81,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 81
tfo the Kansas Oklahoma State Line),
Missouri (points in the Kansas City
Commercial Zone), Nebraska, Oklahoma
(points on and west of a line extending
from the Kansas-Oklahoma State Line
southerly along U.S. Highway 81 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 60, thence
westerly along U.S. Highway 60 to its
junction with Oklahoma Highway 34,
thence southerly along Oklahoma High-
way 34 to its junction with Oklahomsa
Highway 33, thence westerly along Okla-
homa Highway 33 to its junction with
U.S. Highway 283, thence southerly
along U.S. Highway 283 to its junction
with Oklahoma Highway 9, thence west-
erly along Oklahoma Highway 9 to the
Oklahoma-Texas State Line), Texas
(points on, and west of a line extending
from the Oklahoma-Texas State Line
westerly along Texas Highway 203 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 83, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 83 to its
Jjunction with U.S. Highway 277, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 277 to the
International Boundary with Mexico
near Del Rio, Tex.).

(4) Between points in New York that
lie west of the territory described in
paragraphs (2) and (3) above, on the
one hand, and, on the other hand, points
in Towa (points on, and west of U.S.
Highway 75), Kansas (points on, and
west of a line extending from the
Kansas-Nebraska State Line southerly
along U.S. Highway 77 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 40, thence westerly
along U.S. Highway 40, to its junction
with Kansas Highway 140, thence south-
westerly along Kansas Highway 140 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 156, thence
southwesterly along U.S. Highway 156 to
its Jjunctin with U.S. Highway 56,
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thence southwesterly along U.S. High-
way 56 to its junction with U.S. Highway
283, thence southerly along U.S. Highway
283 to the Kansas-Oklahoma State
Line), Nebraska (points on, and west of
a line extending from the Iowa-Nebraska
State Line westerly along Nebraska
Highway 2 to its junction with U.S.
Highway %75, thence southerly along
U.S. Highway 75 to the Kansas-Nebraska
State Line), Oklahoma (points on, and
west of 'a line extending from the
Kansas-Oklahoma State Line southerly
along U.S. Highway 283 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 66, thence westerly
along U.S. Highway 66 to the Oklahoma-
Texas State Line) , Texas (points on, and
west of a line extending from the Okla-
homa-Texas State Line westerly along
U.S. Highway 66 to its junction with
U.S. Highway 83, thence southerly along
U.S. Highway 83 to the International
Boundary with Mexico at Laredo, Tex.
(5) Between points in New York, on the
one hand, and, on the other hand, points
in Nebraska not described above; and
(6) Between points in New York de-
sceribed in Part F, paragraphs (2) and
(3) above, on the one hand, and, on the
other hand, points in Kansas not de-
seribed therein. The purpose of this filing
is to eliminate the gateways of Pennsyl-
vania, Ohio and Minnesota.

(G) Pennsylvania: (1) Between points
in Pennsylvania on, and west of U.S.
Highway 15 on the one hand, and, on
the other hand, points in Arizona, Cali-
fornia, Nevada, Utah and Wyoming; (2)
Between points in Pennsylvania on and
west of U.S. Highway 15, which also lie
on, east and north of a line extending
from the New York-Pennsylvania State
Line southerly along U.S. Highway 62 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 6, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 6 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 219, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 219 to its
junction with U.8. Highway 322, thence
southeasterly along U.S. Highway 322 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 522,
thence easterly along U.S. Highway 522
to its junction with U.S. Highway 15, on
the one hand, and, on the other hand,
points in Colorado, Iowa (points on, and
west of U.S. Highway 75), Kansas
(points on, north and west of a line
extending from the Kansas-Nebraska
State Line southerly along U.S. High-
way 77 to its junction with Kansas High-
way 9, thence westerly along Kansas
Highway 9 to its junction with US.
Highway 24, thence westerly along U.S.
Highway 24 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 281, thence southerly along
U.S. Highway 281 to its junction with
U.S. Highway b4, thence westerly along
U.8. Highway 54 to its junction with
U.S. Highway 183, thence southerly
along U.S. Highway 183 to the Kansas-
Oklahoma State Line), Nebraska (points
on, north and western of a line extend-
ing from the Missouri-Nebraska State
Line westerly along U.S. Highway 136
to its junction wtih U.S. Highway 77,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 77
to the Kansas-Nebraska State Line),
New Mexico, Oklahoma (points on, and

west of a line extending from the
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Kansas-Oklahoma State Line southerly
along U.S. Highway 183 to its junction
with Oklahoma Highway 15, thence
westerly along Oklahoma Highway 13 to
its junction with U.8. Highway 283,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 283
to its junction with U.S. Highway 60.

Thence westerly along U.S. Highway
80 to the Oklahoma-Texas State Line),
Texas (points on, and west of a line ex-
tending from the Oklahoma-Texas State
Line southerly along U.S. Highway 60 to
its junction with Texas Highway 207,
thence southerly along Texas Highway
207 to its junction with Texas Highway
669, thence southerly along Texas High-
way 669 to its junction with Texas High-
way 33, thence southerly along Texas
Highway 33 to its junction with Texas
Highway 137, thence southerly along
Texas Highway 137 to its junction with
Texas Highway 163, thence southerly
along Texas Highway 163 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 90, thence southerly
along U.S. Highway 90 to Del Rio, Tex.,
thence along unnumbered highway to the
International Boundary with Mexico near
Del Rio, Tex.); (3) Between points in
Pennsylvania on, and west of U.S. High-
way 15, not included in (2) above, on
the one hand, and, on the other hand,
points in Colorado (points on, and west
of a line extending from the Colorado-
Kansas State Line westerly along U.S,
Highway 40 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 287, thence southerly along
U.S. Highway 287 to its junction with
U.S. Highway 50, thence southwesterly
along U.S. Highway 50 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 350, thence southerly
along U.S. Highway 350 to its junetion
with Interstate Highway 25, thence sou-
therly along Interstate Highway 25 to
the Colorado-New Mexico State Line),
Jowa (points on and west of U.S. High-
way 75), Kansas (points on, and west of
a line extending from the Xansas-
Nebraska State Line southerly along
U.S. Highway 383 to its junction with
U.S. Highway 40, thence westerly along
U.S. Highway 40 to the Colorado-Kansas
State Line), Nebraska (points on, west
and north of a line extending from the
Towa-Nebraska State Line westerly along
Interstate Highway 80 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 77, thence southerly
along U.S. Highway 77 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 6, thence westerly
along U.S. Highway 6 to its junction with
U.S. Highway 183, thence southerly
along U.S. Highway 183 to the Kansas-
Nebraska State Line), New Mexico
(points on, and west of a line extending
from the Colorado-New Mexico State
Line southerly along U.S, Highway 85 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 84, thence
southeasterly along U.S. Highway 84 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 54, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 54 to the
New Mexico-Texas State ILine), and
Texas (El Paso County only) .

(4) Between points in Pennsylvania
on, and west of U.S. Highway 15, on the
one hand, and, on the other hand, points
in Nebraska not described in' Part G,
(2) and (3) above; and (4) Between
points’in Pennsylvania described in Part
G, (3) above, on the one hand, and, on
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the other hand, points in Colorado and
New Mexico not described in Part G (3)
above. The purpose of this filing is to
eliminate the gateways of Ohio and
Minnesota. (H) Rhode Island: (1) Be.
tween points in Rhode Island, on the one
hand, and, on the other hand, points in
Arizona, California, Colorado, Iowa
(points on, and west of Interstate High-
way 35), Kansas (points on, and west of
a line extending from the Kansas-
Missouri State Line southerly along U.S
Highway 169 to its junction with Kan-
sas Highway 39, thence westerly along
Kansas Highway 39 to its junction with
Kansas Highway 96, thence westerly
along Kansas Highway 96 to its junction
with Kansas Highway 99, thence south-
erly along XKansas Highway 99 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 166, thence
westerly along U.S. Highway 166 to its
junction with Interstate Highway 35,
thence southerly along Interstate High-
way 35 to the Kansas-Oklahoma State
Line, and including points in the Kansas
City Commercial Zonhe), Nebraska,
Nevada, New Mexico, Oklahoma (points
on, and west of a line extending from the
Kansas-Oklahoma State Line southerly
along interstate Highway 35 to its junc-
tion with Oklahoma Highway 33, thence
westerly along Oklahoma Highway 33 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 81, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 81 to its
junction with the H. E. Bailey Turnpike.
thence southwesterly along the H, E
Bailey Turnpike to the Oklahoma-Texas
State Line), Texas (points on, and west
of a line extending from the Oklahoma-
Texas State Line southerly along U.S
Highway 281 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 81, thence southwesterly along
U.S. Highway 81 to the International
Boundary with Mexico near Laredo,
Tex.), Utah, and Wyoming ; and (2)
Between points in Rhode Island, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Kansas not described in Part H above.
The purpose of this filing 1s to eliminate
the gateways in Pennsylvania, Ohio, and
Minnesota,

(ID VIRGINIA: (1) from points on
California (points on, and north of a line
extending from the Pacific Ocean near
Santa Cruz, California northeasterly
alopg California Highway 17 to its junc-
tion with Interstate Highway 680, thence
northerly along Interstate Highway 680
to its junction with U.S. Highway 50
thence easterly aleng U.S. Highway :':i)
to the California-Nevada State Line
and Nevada (points in Douglas, Lyon
Storey and Washoe Counties) ; fo p
in Virginia west of a line extending from
the Virginia-West Virginia State Li
southeriy along Virginia Highway 311 to
its junction with U.8. Highway 220,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway
to its junction with Virginia Highway
thence easterly along Virginia Highway
40 to its junction with U.S. Highway 29
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 29
to the North Carolina-Virginia State
Line, (2) from points in California
(points on, north and west of a line ex-
tending from the California-Nevada
State Line southwesterly along Intex-
state Highway 15 to its junction wilh
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california Highway 274, thence south-
erly along California Highway 274 to its
junction with California Highway 62,
thence southwesterly along California
Highway 62 to its junction with Inter-
state Highway 10 thence westerly along
Interstate Highway 10 to its junction
with California Highway 111, thence
southerly along California Highway 111
to its junction with California Highway
74, thence westerly along California
Highway T4 to its junction with Califor-
nia Highway 71, thence southwesterly
along California Highway 71 to its junc-
tion with U.8S. Highway 395, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 395 to the
International Boundary with Mexico
near San Ysidro, California), Colorado
(points on, north and ‘west of a line ex-
tending from the Colorado-Nebraska
State Line southwesterly along Inter-
state Highway 80-S to its.junction with
Interstate Highway 70.

Thence westerly along Interstate
Highway 70 to its junetion with Colo-
rado Highway 82, thence southerly
along Colorado Highway 82 to its junc-
tion with Colorado Highway 133, thence
southerly along Colorado Highway 133,
to its junction with Colorado Highway
92, thence westerly along Colorado High-
way 92 to its junction with U.S. High-
way 50, thence southerly along U.S.
Highway 50 to its junction with Colo-
rado Highway 90, thence southwesterly
along Colorado Highway 90 to its junc-
tion with Colorado Highway 141, thence
southwesterly along Colorado Highway
141 to its junction with U.S. Highway
666, thence westerly along U.S. Highway
666 to the Colorado-Utah State Line),
Nebraska (points on, north and west of
a line extending from the Iowa-Nebras-
ka State Line westerly along Nebraska
Highway 51 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 275, thence westerly along U.S.
Highway 275 to its junetion with U.S.
Highway 81, thence southerly along U.S.
Highway 81 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 30, thence westerly along U.S.
Highway 30 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 34, thence southerly along U.S.
Highway 34 to its junction with Inter-
state Highway 80, thence westerly along
Interstate Highway 80 to the Colorado-
Nebraska State Line), Nevada (points
on, north and west of Interstate High-
way 15), Utah and Wyoming; to points
in Virginia east of the territory described
in paragraph (1) above, and west of a
line extending from the Virginia-West

, Virginia State Line southerly along U.S,
Highway 522 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 33, thence southerly along U.S.
Highway 33 to its junction with Inter-
state Highway 95, thence southerly along
Interstate Highway 95 to Its junction
with Virginia Highway 35, thence south-
easterly along Virginia Highway 35 to its
lunction with U.8. Highway 58, thence
easterly along U.S. Highway 58 to its
Junction with U.8. Highway 258, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 258 to the
North Carolina-Virginia State Line.

(3) From points in Arizona, Califor-
nia, Colorado, Iowa (points on, and west
of U.S, Highway 75), Kansas (points on,
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north and west of -a line extending from
the Kansas-Nebraska State Line south-
erly along U.S. Highway 81 to its junec-
tion with U.S. Highway 24, thence west-
erly along U.S. Highway 24 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 183, thence southerly
along US. Highway 183 to its junction
with Interstate Highway 70, thence
westerly along Interstate Highway 70 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 283,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway
283 to its junction with Kansas Highway
96, thence westerly along Kansas High-
way 96 to its junction with U.S. Highway
83, thence southerly along U.S. Highway
83 to its junction with U.S. Highway 56,
thence southwesterly along U.S. Highway
56 to the Kansas-Oklahoma State Line),
Nebraska (points on, north and west of
a line extending from the Missouri-
Nebraska State Line westerly along U.S.
Highway 136 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 77, thence southerly along U.S.
Highway 77 to the Kansas-Nebraska
State Line), Nevada, New Mexico (points
on, north and west of a line extending
from the New Mexico-Oklahoma State
Line westerly along.U.S. Highway 56 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 85, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 85 to its
junction with New Mexico Highway 90,
thence westerly along New Mexico High-
way 90 to its junction with Interstate
Highway 10, thence westerly along Inter-
state Highway 10 to the Arizona-New
Mexico State Line), Utah and Wyoming;
to points in Virginia on and east of the
eastern boundary of the territory de-
scribed in paragraph (2) above. (4) from
points in California not described in
Part I, paragraph (2) ; to points Virginia
described in Part , paragraph (2)
above. (5) from points in Nebraska not
described in Part I, paragraph (3)
above, to points in Virginia described in
Part , paragraph (3) above. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of Pennsylvania, Ohio, and
Minnesota.

(J) West Virginia: (1) Between points
in West Virginia on, north and east of
a line extending from the- Ohio-West
Virginia State Line easterly along U.S.
Highway 50 to its junction with West
Virginia Highway 18, thenee southerly
along West Virginia Highway 18 and un-
numbered road to its junction with U.S.
Highway 33 at Camden, thence easterly
along U.S. Highway 33 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 250, thence south-
easterly along U.S. Highway 250 to the
Virginia-West Virginia State Line, on
the one hand, and, on the other hand,
points in Arizona, California, Colorado
(points on, north and west of a line ex-
tending from the Colorado-Kansas State
Line westerly along U.S. Highway 36 to
its junction with Colorado Highway 71,
thence southerly along Colorado High-
way 71 to its junction with U.8. Highway
24, thence southwesterly along U.S.
Highway 24 to its junction with Inter-
state Highway 25, thence southerly along
Interstate Highway 25 to the Colorado-
New Mexico State Line) , Towa (points on,
and west of U.S. Highway 75), Nebraska
(points on, and north of a line extend-
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ing from the Towa-Nebraska State Line
westerly along Interstate Highway 80
to its junction with U.S. Highway 6.

Thence westerly along U.S. Highway 6
to its junction with U.S. Highway 83,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 83
to the Kiansas-Nebraska State Line),
Nevada, New Mexico (points cn, and
west of a line extenting from the Colo-
rado-New Mexico State Line southerly
along Interstate Highway 25 to its junc-
tion with New Mexico Highway 3, thence
southerly along New Mexico Highway 3
to its junction with U.S. Highway 54,
thence southerly along U.S. Highway 54
to the New Mexico-Texas State Line),
Texas, (points in El Paso County only),
Utah, and Wyoming; (2) Between points
in West Virginia south of the territory
described in (1) above, on the one hand,
and, on the other hand, points in Arizona
(points on, and west of a line extending
from the Arizona-Utah State Line south-
ly along U.S. Highway 163 to its junc-
tion with U.S. Highway 160, thence
southwesterly along U.S. Highway 160 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 89, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 89 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 66, thence
easterly along U.S. Highway 66 to its
junction with Arizona Highway 99,
thence southerly along Arizona Highway
99 to its junction with Arizona Highway
288, thence southerly along Arizona
Highway 288 to its junction with Ari-
zona Highway 88, thence southerly along
Arizona Highway 88 to its junction with
Arizona Highway 77, thence southerly
along Arizona Highway 77 to its june=
tion with U.S. Highway 89, thence south-
erly along U.8. Highway 89 to the Inter-
national Boundary with Mexico near
Nogales, Arizona), California, Colorado
(points on, north and west of a line ex-
tending from the Colorado-Nebraska
State Line westerly along Interstate
Highway 80-S to its junction with U.S.
Highway 6.

Thence westerly along U.S. Highway 6
to its junction with Colorado Highway
82, thence southerly along Colorado
Highway 82 to its junction with Colorado
Highway 133, thence southerly along
Colorado Highway 133 to its junction
with Colorado Highway 92, thence west-
erly along Colorado Highway 92 to its
junction with U.S. Highway 550, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 550 to its
junction with Colorado Highway 90,
thence southwesterly along Colorado
Highway 80 to its junction with Colorado
Highway 141, thence southwesterly along
Colorado Highway 141 to its junction
with U.S. Highway 666, thence westerly
along U.S. Highway 666 ta the Colorado-
Utah State Line), Iowa (points on, and
west of U.S. Highway 75), Nebraska
(points on, and north of a line extending
from the Iowa-Nebraska State Line
westerly along Nebraska Highway 92 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 30, thence
southwesterly along U.S. Highway 30 to
its junction with U.S. Highway 34, thence
southerly along U.S. Highway 34 to its
junction with Interstate Highway 80,
thence westerly along Interstate High-~
way 80 to the Colorado-Nebraska State
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Line), Nevada (points on, and west of &
line extending from the Colorado-Utah
State Line westerly along U.S. Highway
666 to its junction with U.S. Highway
163, thence southwesterly along U.S.
Hizhway 163 to the Arizona-Utah State
Line), and Wyoming; (3) Between points
in West Virginia described in Part J, (1)
above, on the one hand, and, on the other
hand, points in Colorado, Nebraska, and
New Mexico not described in Part J (1)
above; and
(4) Between points in West Virginia
described in Part J, paragraph (2) above,
on the one hand, and, on the other hand,
points in Arizona, Nebraska, and Utah
.not described in Part J (2) above. The
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways of Ohio and Minnesota.

Nore—Zhe purpose of this application is
to eliminate gateways. This is a matter di-
rectly related to a Section 5(2) finance pro-
ceeding in MC-F-12642 published in the
Federal Register issue of Octlober 380, 1975.
Common control may be involved. If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, the applicant re-
quests it be held at Washington, D.C.

MOoTOR CARRIER ALTERATE ROUTE
DEVIATIONS

The following letter-notices to operate
over deviation routes for operating con-
venience only have been filed with the
Commission under the Commission’s
Deviation Rules—Motor Carriers of
Property (49 CFR §1042.4(c) (11)).

Protests against the use of any pro-
posed deviation route herein described
may be filed with the Commission in the
manner and form provided in such rules
(49 CFR §1042.4(c)(12)) at any time,
but will not operate to stay commence-
ment of the proposed operations unless
filed within 30 days from the date of this
FeperaL REGISTER notice.

Each applicant states that there will
be no significant effect on the quality of
the human environment resulting from
approval of its request.

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 5888 (Deviation No. 6), MID-
AMERICAN LINES, INC., 127 W. 10th
St., Kansas City, Mo. 64105, filed April 5,
1976. Carrier proposes to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, of
general commodities, with certain excep~
tions, over a deviation route as follows:
From junction Illinois Highway 38 and
43, over Illinois Highway 43 to junction
Interstate Highway 55, thence over In-
terstate Highway 55 to junction Inter-
state Highway 94, thence over Interstate
Highway 94 to junction Interstate High-
way 57, thence over Interstate Highway
b7 to junction Interstate Highway 70,
thence over Interstate Highway 70 to
junction Interstate Highway 270, thence
over Interstate Highway 270 to junction
U.S. Highway 67, thence over U.S. High-
way 67 to junction Interstate Highway
70, and return over the same route for
operating convenience only. The notice
indicates that the carrier is presently au-
thorized to transport the same commod-
ities over & pertinent service route as
follows: From junction of Illinois High-
ways 38 and 43 over Nlinols Highway 38
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(formerly Alternate U.S. Highway 30) to
junction Ilincis Highway 2 (part of
which was formerly Alternate U.S. High~
way 30) thence over Illinois Highway 2
to junction U.S. Highway 30, thence over
U.S, Highway 30 to junction Iowa High-
way 149 (at Cedar Rapids, Towa), thence
over Towa Highway 149 to junction U.S.
Highway 63, thence over U.S. Highway 63
to junction U.S. Highway 34, thence over
U.S.-Highway 34 to junction U.S. High-
way 218, thence over U.S. Highway 218
to junction US. Highway 61, thence over
U.S. Highway 61 to junction Interstate
Highway 70, thence over Interstate High-
way 70 to junction U.S. Highway 67, and
return over the same route.

No. MC 10343 (Deviation No. 22),
CHURCHILLL, TRUCK LINES, INC,
Highway 36 West, Chillicothe, Mo. 64601,
filed April 6, 1976. Carrier proposes to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, of general commaodities, with cer-
tain exceptions, over deviation routes as
follows: (1) From St. Louis, Mo., over
Interstate Highway 55 (using portions of
U.S. Highway 66 where Interstate High-
way 55 is not completed) to junction
Tllinois Highway 59, thence over Illinois
Highway 59 to junction U.S. Highway 30,
thence over U.S. Highway 30 to junction
Farnsworth Ave., thence over Farnsworth
Ave., to Aurora, Ill, and (2) From St.
Louis, Mo., over Interstate Highway 55
(using pertions of U.S. Highway 66 where
Interstate Highway 55 is not completed)
to Chicago, 111, and return over the same
routes for operating convenience only.
The notice indicates that the carrier is
presently authorized to transport the
same commodities over a pertinent serv-
ice route as follows: From St. Louis, Mo.,
over U.S, Highway 40 to junction U.S.
Highway 61, thence over U.S. Highway
61 to junction U.S. Highway 34, thence
over U.S. Highway 34 to Chicago, 111,
and return over the same route.

No. MC 33641 (Deviation No. 110) , IML
FREIGHT, INC., 2175 So. 3270 West,
P.O. Box 30277, Salt Lake City, Utah
84125, filed April 5 1976. Carrier pro-
poses to operafe as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, of general commodities.
with certain exceptions, over a deviation
route as follows: From Harrisburg, Pa.,
over Interstate Highway 83 to junction
Interstate Highway 81, thence over In-
terstate Highway 81 to junction Inter-
state Highway 78, thence over Inter-
state Highway 78 to junction Pennsyl-
vania Highway 33, thence over Pennsyl-
vania Highway 33 to junction Interstate
Highway 80, thence over Interstate
Highway 80 to E. Stroudsburg, Pa,,
thence over U.S. Highway 209 to junc-
tion Interstate Highway 84 near Port
Jervis, N.Y., thence over Interstate High-
way 84 to Hartford, Conn., and return
over the same route for operating con-
venience only. The notice indicates that
the carrier is presently authorized to
transport the same commodities, over
a pertinent service route as follows:
From Harrisburg, Pa., over U.S. High-
way 22 to Elizabeth, N.J., thence over
U.S. Highway 1 to New Haven, Conn.,

thence over U.S, Highway 5 to Hartford
Conn., and refurn over the same route

No. MC 109533 (Deviation Nao. 11)
OVERNITE TRANSPORTATION COM-
PANY, P.O. Box 1216, Richmond. Vo
23209, filed March 30, 1976. Carrier pro-
poses to operate as a common currier
by motor vehiele, of general commodi-
ties, with certain exceptions, over a devi-
ation route as follows: From Lexington
Ky., over Inferstate Highway 64
Charleston, W. Va., thence over U.S
Highway 119 to junction Interstate High-
way 79, thence over Interstate Highwa)
79 to junction U.S. Highway 48 near
Morgantown, W. Va,, thence over US
Highway 48 to Cumberland, Md., thence
over U.S. Highway 40 to junction Inter-
state Highway 70 (near Hancock, Md.’
thenée over Interstate Highway 70 to
Baltimore, Md., and return over the same
route for opeérating convenience onlyv.
The notice indicates that the carrier is
presently authorized to transport the
same commodities over a pertinent serv-
ice route as follows: From Lexington,
Ky., over U.S. Highway 60 to Winchester
Ky., thence over Kentucky Highway 15
to Whitesburg, Ky., thence over US
Highway 119 to Jenkins, Ky,, thence over
U.S. Highway 23 to Norton, Va., thence
over U.S. Alternate Highway 58 {0 junc-
tion Virginia Highway 71, thence over
Virginia Highway 71 to junction US.
Highway 19, thence over U.S. Highwav
19 to Abingdon, Va, thence over U.S.
Highway 11 to Lexington, Va., thence
over Interstate Highway 81 to junction
Interstate Highway 64, thence over In-
terstate Highway 64 to junction U.S.
Highway 29, thence over U.S. Highway
29 to junction Interstate Highway 66,
thence over Interstate Highway 66 to
junction Interstate Highway 495, thence
over Interstate Highway 495 to junction
U.8. Highway 50, thence over U.8. High-
way 50 to Washington, D.C., thence over
U.S. Highway 29 to junction U.S. High-
way 40, thence over U.S. Highway 40 to
Baltimore, Md., and return over the same
route.

No. MC 108533 (Deviation No. 10),
OVERNITE TRANSPORTATION COM-
PANY, P.O. Box 1218, Richmond, Va.
23209, filed March 30, 1978. Carrier pro-
poses to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, of general commodities,
with certain exceptions, over a deviation
route as follows: From Louisville, Ky.,
over Interstate Highway 64 to Charles-
ton, W. Va., thence over U.S. Highway
119 to junction Interstate Highway 79.
‘thence over Interstate Highway 79 to
Jjunction U.S. Highway 48 (near Morgan-
town, W. Va.), thence over U.S. Highway
48 fo Cumberland, Md., thence over U.S.
Highway 40 to junction Interstate High-
way 70 (near Hancock, Md.), thence
over Interstate Highway 70 to Baltimore,
Md., and return over the same route for
operating convenience only. The notice
indicates that the carrier is presently au-
thorized to transport the same commodi-
ties over a pertinent service route as fol-
lows: From Louisville, Ky., over U.S.
Highway 150 to junction U.S. Highway
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25, thence over U.S. Highway 25 to Cor-
pin, Ky., thence over U.S. Highway 25E
to Morristown, Tenn., thence over U.S.
Hichway 11-E to Bristol, Va., thence
over U.S. Highway 11 to Lexington, Va,,
thence over Interstate Highway 81 to
junction Interstate Highway 64, thence
over Interstate Highway 64 to junction
U.S. Highway 29, thence over U.S. High-
way 29 to junction Interstate Highway
66, thence over Interstate Highway 66 to
junction Interstate Highway 495, thence
over Interstate Highway 495 to junction
U.8. Highway 50, thence over U.S. High-
way 50 to Washington, D.C., thence over
U.S. Highway 29 to junction U.S. High-
way 40, thence over U.S. Highway 40 to
Baltimore, Md., and return over the same
route.

No. MC 115093 (Deviation No. 42),
MERCURY MOTOR EXPRESS, INC.,
P.O. Box 23406, Tampa, Fla. 33622, filed
October 3, 1975. Carrier proposes to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi-
cle, of general commodities, with certain
exceptions, over a deviation route as
follows: From Clarksville, Va., over U.S,
Highway 58 to junction U.S. Highway 1,
thence over U.S. Highway 1 to South
Hill, Va., thence over Interstate High-
way 85 to Petersburg, Va., and return
over the same route for operating con-
venience only. The notice indicates that
the carrier is presently authorized to
transport the same commodities, over
pertinent service routes as follows: (1)
From New Haven, Conn., over U.S. High-
way 1 to Petersburg, Va., thence over
U.S. Highway 301 to Wilson, N.C., thence
over U.S. Highway 117 to Goldsboro,
N.C., thence over U.S, Highway 13 to Fay-
etteville, N.C., thence over U.S. Highway
401 to junction U.S. Highway 15, thence
over U.S. Highway 15 to Bishopville, S.C.,
thence over South Carolina Highway 34
to Camden, S.C., thence over U.S. High-
way 1 to Key West, Fla., (2) From Har-
risburg, Pa., over U.S. Highway 15 to
junction North Carolina Highway 50,
thence over North Carolina Highway 50
to Raleigh, N.C,, and (3) From Roanoke,
Va., over U.S. Highway 460 to junction
U.S. Highway 360, thence over U.S. High~
way 360 to Richmond. Va., and return
over the same routes. Said operations in
(1), (2), and (3) above, are restricted to
the transportation of traffic moving be-
tween points in Connecticut, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Vir-
ginia, the District of Columbia and those
in that part of New York on and south
of New York Highway 7, on the one hand,
z;xlxd._(;n the other, points in Georgia and

orida,.

MoToR CARRIER ALTERNATE ROUTE
DEvIATIONS

The following letter-notices to operate
over deviation routes for operating con-
venience only have been filed with the
Commission under the Commission’s De-
viation Rules—Motor Carriers of Pas-
sengers (49 CFR § 1042.2(c) (9) ).

Protests against the use of any pro-
bosed deviation route herein described
may be filed with the Commission in the
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manner and form provided in such rules
(49 CFR §1042:2(c)(9)) at any time,
but will not operate to stay commence-
ment of the proposed operations unless
filed within 30 days from the date of this
FEDERAL REGISTER notice.

Each applicant states that there will
be no significant effect on the quality of
the human environment resulting from
approval of its request.

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS

No. MC 1515 (Deviation No. 7086)
(Cancels Deyiation No. 47), GREY-
HOUND LINES, INC, Greyhound
Tower, Phoenix, Ariz. 85077, filed April 9,
1976. Carrier proposes to operate as &
common ecarrier, by motor vehicle, of
passengers and their baggage, and ex-
press and newspapers in the same vehicle
with passengers, over deviation routes as
follows: From Chicago, Ill., over Inter-
state Highway 94 to junction U.S. High-
way 41, just south of the Wisconsin-Illi-
nois State Line, with the following ac-
cess routes: (1) From junction Inter-
state Highway 94 and Illinois Highway
58, over Illinois Highway 58 to junction
U.S. Highway 41 at Skokie, Il1., (2) From
junction Interstate Highway 94 and Illi-
nois Highway 68, over Iilinois Highway
68 to junction U.S. Highway 41 at North-
brook, Ill., and (3) From junction Inter-
state Highway 94 and Illinois Highway
132, over Illinois Highway 132 to junc-
tion U.S. Highway 41 at Gurnee, I1l., and
return over the same routes for operat-
ing convenience only. The notice indi-
cates that the carrier is presently au-
thorized to transport passengers the
same property, over a pertinent service
route as follows: From the Wisconsin-
Illinois State line, over U.S. Highway 41
(segments of which have also been desig-
nated as Interstate Highway 94) to Chi-
cago, Ill., and return over the same
route.

No. MC 2908 (Deviation No, 4), CAPI-
TAL MOTOR LINES, 520 N. Court St.,
P.O. Box 1427, Montgomery, Ala. 36102,
filed April 8, 1976. Carrier proposes to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, of passengers and their baggage,
and express and newspapers in the same
vehicle with passengers, over a deviation
route as follows: From Montgomery,
Ala., over Interstate Highway 85 to june-
tion Alabama Highway 186 (known as
Wire Road) northeast of Tuskegee, Ala.,
thence over Alabama Highway 186 to
junction U.S. Highway 80, 7 miles east
of Tuskegee, Ala., thence over U.S. High-
way 80 to Phenix City, Ala., and return
over the same route for operating con-
venience only. The notice indicates that
the carrier is presently authorized to
transport passengers and the same prop-
erty, over -a pertinent service route as
follows: From Montgomery, Ala., over
U.S. Highway 231 to junction U.S. High-
way 82, thence over U.S. Highway 82 to
junction Alabama Highway 26, thence
over Alabama Highway 26 to Seale, Ala.,
thence over U.S. Highway 431 to Phenix
City, Ala., and return over the same
route.
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MOTOR CARRIER INTRASTATE APPLICATIONS

The following application for motor
common carrier authority to operate in
intrastate commerce seek concurrent.
motor carrier authorization in interstate
or foreign commerce within the limits of
the interstate authority sought, pur-
suant to Section 206(a) (6) of the Inter-
state Commerce Act. These applications
are governed by Special Rule 245 of the
Commission’s General Rules of Practice
(49 CFR § 1100.245), which provides,
among other things, that protests and
requests for information concerning the
time and place of State Commission
hearings or other proceedings, any sub-
sequent changes therein, and any other
related matters shall be directed to the
State Commission with which the appli-
cation is filed and shall not be addressed
to or filed with the Interstate Commerce
Commission.

Alaska Docket No. 76-72-MF/O, filed
March 19, 1976. Applicant; JACK L.
YOUNG, doing business as KOTZEBUE
FREIGHT SERVICE, P.O. Box 45, Kot~
zebue, Alaska 99752. Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity sought to op-
erate a freight service as follows: Trans-
portation of freight from airports and
marine docks and on highways. Intra-
state, interstate and foreign commerce
authority sought.

HEARING: Date, time, and place not
yet fixed. Requests for procedural in-
formation should be addressed to the De-
partment of Commerce and Economic
Development, Alaska Transportation
Commission, 1000 Mackay Building, 338
Denali Street, Anchorage, Alaska 99501
and should not be directed to the Inter-
state Commerce Commission

Alaska Docket No. 76-73-MP/0O, filed
March 19, 1976. Applicant: JACK L,
YOUNG, doing business as KOTZEBURE
TRANSIT SYSTEM, P.O. Box 45, Kotze-
bue, Alaska 99752. Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity sought to
operate a bus service as follows: Trans-
portation of passengers, by bus and lim-
ousine service, sightseeing and charter,
throughout the metropolitan area of
Kotzebue, Alaska. Intrastate, interstate,
and foreign commerce authority sought.

HEARING: Date, time and place not
fixed. Requests for procedural informa-
tion should be addressed to the Depart-
ment of Commerce & Economic Develop-
ment, Alaska Transportation Commis-
sion, 1000 Mackay Building, 338 Denail
Street, Anchorage, Alaska 99501 and
should not be directed to the Interstate
Commerce Commission.

Florida Docket No. 760237-CCT, filed
March 30, 1976. Applicant: FLAMINGO
TRANSPORTATION, INC. P.O. Box
480967, Miami, Fla. 33148. Applicant’s
representative: Richard B, Austin, Ste.
214 Palm Coast II Bldg., 5255 N.W. 87th
Avenue, Miami, Fla. 33178. Certificate of
Public Convenience and Necessity sought
to operate a freight service as a motor
common carrier, over irregular routes, of
General commodities (excluding house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
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articles of unusual value or injurious of
other ladings, commodities in bulk and
commodities which, by reason of size,
weight or bulk, require specialized hand-
ling and equipment), between all points
and places in Broward, Dade, Indian
River, Martin, Palm Beach, and St. Lucie
Counties, Fla., restricted to traflic hav-
ing a prior or subsequent handling by
freight forwarder, Applicant presently
holds Interstate Commerce Commission
authority in MC 133975. Intrastate, in-
terstate, and foreign commerce authority
sought.

HEARING: Date, time and place not
yvet fixed. Requests for procedural infor-
mation should be addressed to the Flor-
ida Public Service Commission, 700
South Adams Street, Tallahassee, Fla.
32304 and should not be directed to the
Interstate Commerce Commission.

Tennessee Docket No. MC-104 (Sub-
No. 3), filed April 1, 1976. Applicant:
MURFREESBORO FREIGHT LINE CO,,
INC., P.O. Box 1113, Murfreesboro, Tenn.
37130. Applicant's representative: Val
Sanford, Twenty-third Floor, Life &
Casualty Tower, Nashville, Tenn. 37219.
Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity sought to operate a freight
service as follows: Transportation of
General commodities (except household
goods, Classes A and B explosives, com~
modities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment), between Memphis,
Tenn. and Nashville, Tenn. by removing
the restriction presently contained in
Certificate No. 446-D, which authorizes
service between Memphis, and Nashville,
Tenn. over Interstate Highway 40, and
return over the same route, serving no
intermediate points: To be used in con-
junction with applicant’s existing au-~
thority. Intrastate, interstate and foreign
commerce authority sought.

HEARING: Date, time, and place
scheduled for June 7, 1976, at 9:30 a.m.,
at the Commission’s Court Room, C-1
Cordell Hull Building, Nashyille, Tenn.
37219. Requests for procedural informa~-
tion should be addressed to the Tennes-
see Public Service Commission, Cordell
Hull Building, Room C1-102, Nashville,
Tenn. 37219 and should not be directed
to the Interstate Commerce Commission.

By the Commission.

[sEAL] ROBERT L, OSWALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-11556 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am

[Rule 19; Ex Parte No. 241, 12th Rev,
Exemption No. 10]

ATCHISON, TOPEKA, AND SANTA FE
RAILWAY CO., ET AL

Exemption Under Provision of Mandatory
Car Service Rules

It appearing, That the railroads named
herein own numerous 40-ft. plain box-
cars; that under present conditions, there
is virtually no demand for these cars on
the lines of the car owners; that return
of these cars to the car owners would
result in their being stored idle on these
lines; that such cars can be used by other
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carriers for transporting traffic offered
for shipments to points remote from the
car owners; and that complience with
Car Service Rules 1 and 2 prevents such
use of plain boxcars owned by the rail-
roads listed herein, resulting in unneces~
sary loss of utilization of such cars.

It is ordered, That pursuant to the au-
thority vested in me by Car Service Rule
19, plain boxcars described in the Official
Railway Equipment Register, I.C.C.
R.E.R. No. 398, issued by W. J. Trezise, or
sucecessive issues thereof, as having me-
chanical designation “XM", with inside
length 44 ft. 6 in. or less, regardless of
door width and bearing reporting marks
assigned to the railroads named below,
shall be exempt from the provisions of
Car Service Rules 1(a), 2(a),and 2(b).

The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rallway
Company Reporting Marks: ATSF

Atlanta and Saint Andrews Bay Rallway
Company Reporting Marks: ASAB

Bangor and Aroostook Railroad Company Re-
porting Marks: BAR

Bessemer and Lake Erle Rallrcad Company
Reporting Marks: BLE

Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad
Company Reporting Marks: RI-ROCK

Chicago, West Pullman & Southern Rallroad
Company Reporting Marks: OWP

The Denver and Rio Grande Western Rail-
road Company Reporting Marks: DRGW

Iliinols Terminal Railroad Company Report-
ing Marks: ITC

Louisville, New Albany & Corydon Rallroad
Company Reporting Marks: LNAC

Missourl-Kansas-Texas Rallroad Company
Reporting Marks: MET

Missouri Pacific Railroad Company Reporting
Marks: CEI-MI-MP-TP

Southern Railway Company
Marks: CG-NS-SA-S0U

St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Company
Reporting Marks: SLSF

Effective 12:01 a.m., April 15, 1976, and
continuing in effect until further order of
this Commission.

Issued at Washington, D.C., April 9,
1976.

Reporting

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
~ COMMISSION,
LeEwis R. TEEPLE,
Agent.
[FR Doc76-11711 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

[SEAL]

[Rule 19; Ex Parte No. 241, Exemption No,

SOUTHERN RAILWAY CO.

Exemption Under Provision of Mandatory
Car Service Rules
TO ALL RAILROADS:

It appearing, That the Southern Rail-
way Company (SOU) owns numerous
plain flat cars; that under present con-
ditions there are substantial siirpluses of
these cars on the SOU; that return of
these cars to the SOU would result in
their being stored idle; that such cars
can be used by other carriers for trans-
porting traffic offered for shipments to
points remote from the car owner; and
that compliance with Car Service Rules
1 and 2 prevents such use of these cars
resulting in unnecessary loss of utillza-
tion of such cars,

It is orderd, That pursuant to the au-
thority vested in me by Car Service Rule
19, plain flat cars described in the Official
Railway Equipment Register, I.C.C.-
R.ER. No. 398, issued by W. J. Trezise, or
successive 1issues thereof, as having
mechanical designation “FM", and hav-
ing less than 200,000 1bs. carrying capa-
city, and bearing reporting marks named
below, shall be exempted from the pro-
vis;ons of Car Service Rules 1, 2(a), and
2(h),

AEC-CG-NS-SOU-TAJG

Effective April 15, 1976, and continuing
in effect until further order of this Com-
mission.

Issued at Washington, D.C., April 9,
1976.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION,
Lewis R. TEEPLE,
Agent.

[FR Doc.76-11710 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

[SEAL]

[Amdt. No, 4 to LC.C. Order No. 145 under
Revised S.0, No. 994]

- REROUTING TRAFFIC
TO ALL RAILROADS:

Upon further consideration of I.C.C.
Order No. 145 (RI and FWD), and good
cause appearing therefor:

It is ordered, That:

1.C.C. Order No. 145 be, and it is
hereby, amended by substituting the fol-
lowing paragraph (g) for paragraph (g)
thereof:

(g) Euxpiralion date. This order shall
expire at 11:59 p.m., July 15, 1976, unless
otherwise modified, changed, or sus-
pended.

It is further ordered, That this amend-
ment shall become effective at 11:59 p.m,,
April 15, 1976, and that this order shall
be served upon the Association of Amer-
ican Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subseribing to the
car service and car hire agreement under
the terms of that agreement, and upon
the American Short Line Railroad Asso-
ciation; and that it be filed with the Di-
rector, Office of the Federal Register.

Issued at Washington, D.C., April 8,
1876. >
INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION,
LeEwis R. TEEPLE,
Agent.

|FR Doc.76-11708 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am |

[sEAL]

[I.C.C. Order No. 165 under Revised 5.0
No. 994]

REROUTING TRAFFIC
TO ALL RAILROADS:

In the opinion of Lewis R. Teeple,
Agent, The Detroit and Toledo Shore
Line Railroad Company is unable to
transport trafiic over its line because of &
strike of certain of its employees.

It is ordered, That:

(a) ‘The Detroit and Toledo Shore Line
Railroad Company being unable to trans-
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port traffic over its line because of a strike
of certain of its employees, that line and
its connections, are hereby authorized to
reroute or divert such ftraffic via any
available route to expedite the move-
ment. The billing covering all such cars
rerouted shall carry a reference to this
order as authority for the rerouting.

(b) Concurrence of receiving roads to
be obtained. The railroads desiring to di-
vert or reroute traffic under this order
shall receive the concurrence of other
railroads to which such traffic is to be
diverted or rerouted, before the rerouting
or diversion is ordered.

(¢) Notification to shippers. Each car-
rier rerouting cars in accordance with
this order shall notify each shipper at the
time each car is rerouted or diverted and
shall furnish to such shipper the new
routing provided under this order.

(d) Inasmuch as the diversion or re-
routing of traffic is deemed to be due

NOTICES

to carrier disability, the rates applicable
to traffic. diverted or rerouted by said
Agent shall be the rates which were ap-
plicable at the time of shipment on the
shipments as originally routed.

(e) In executing the directions of the
Commission and of such Agent provided
for in this order, the common carriers
involved shall proceed even though no
contracts, agreements, or arrangements
now exist between them with reference
to the divisions of the rates of transpor-
tation applicable to said traffic. Divisions
shall be, during the time this order re-
mains in force, those voluntarily agreed
upon by and between said carriers; or
-upon failure of the carrlers to so agree,
said divisions shall be those hereafter
fixed by the Commission in accordance
with pertinent authority conferred upon
it by the Interstate Commerce Act.

(f) Effective date. This order shall be-
come effective at 12:01 a.m., April 9, 1976.

16921

(g) Expiration date. This order shall
expire at 11:59 p.m., April 19, 1976, un-
less otherwise modified, changed, or sus-
pended.

It is further ordered, That this order
shall be served upon the Association of
American Railroads, Car Service Divi-
sion, as agent of all railroads subscribing
to the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement, and
upon the American Short Line Railroad
Association; and that It be filed with the
Director, Office of the Federal Register.

ggzésued at Washington, D.C., April 9,
1 g
INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION,
Lewis R. TEEPLE,
Agent,
[FR Doc.76-11700 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|

[sEAL]
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of Assistant Secretary for Housing
Management

[ 24 CFR Part 450 ]
| Docket No. R-76-386)

TENANT EVICTIONS

Proposed Procedures for Subsidized and
HUD-Owned Projects

Notice is hereby given that the De-
partment proposes to amend Chapter IV
of Title 24 of the Code of Federal Regu-
lations by adding a new Subchapter J,
“Tenant Eviction Procedures,” a new
Part 450, “Evictions from Subsidized
Projects and HUD-owned Projects,”
Subpart A, “Subsidized Projects” and
Subpart B, “HUD-Owned Projects.”

Subpart A would assure that tenants
in subsidized multifamily projects can
only be evicted for certain reasons and
would require that these reasons be spee-
ified in a notice to the tenant. This sub-
part covers multifamily housing projects
(with the exception of cooperatives)
which receive the benefit of subsidy as
defined herein. The following forms of
subsidy are covered: (1) Below-market
interest rates pursuant to section 221
(d) (3y and (5) of the National Housing
Act; (2) Interest reduction payments un-
der section 236 of the National Housing
Act; (3) Rent Supplements under sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban De-
velopment Act of 1965; (4) Direct loans
pursuant to section 202 of the Housing
Act of 1959; (5) Payments under the
Section 23 Housing Assistance Payments
Program pursuant to section 23 of the
United States Housing Act of 1937
(USHAct) prior to amendment by the
Housing and Community Development
Act of 1974 (HCD Act), or (6) Payments
under the Section 8 Housing Assistance
Payments Program pursuant to section 8
of the USHAct after amendment by the
HCD Act unless the project is owned by
a Public Housing Agency.

Section 8 projects owned by a Public
Housing Agency are not covered hecause
the provisions of 24 CFR Part 866, "Lease
and Grievance Procedures,” apply.

Since this subpart would cover both
non-insured, subsidized projects as well
as insured, subsidized projects, the com-
ments of state agencies with non-insured
projects are particularly invited.

The new part is “being proposed in
order to bring the Department's require-
ments in harmony with an increasing
body of court decisions holding that
landlords operating subsidized projects
may not act arbitrarily in evicting
tenants and that tenants are entitled to
due process in connection with such
evictions.

Under the requirements proposed in
Subpart A, landlords could not act arbi-
trarily in terminating a lease at the end
of the initial term or any successive term.
A termination by the landlord would
have to be based upon specified substan-
tial violations of the lease or other speci-
fied reasons amounting to good cause.
This requirement, it is believed, will af-

FEDERAL
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ford tenants who may wish to contest
evictions the right in all jurisdictions to
due process hearings in state courts. If
members of the public have reasons to
believe that, notwithstanding the issu-
ance of this subpart, courts in any state
will not provide tenants with hearings
conforming with due process standards,
they are encouraged to include this in-
formation together with any supporting
legal documentation in their comments
filed with the Rules Docket Clerk.

It should be noted, however, that the
applicability of Subpart A to the Section
23 and Section 8 Housing Assistance Pay-
ments Programs for Existing Housing,
is limited to the termination of occu-
pancy by the landlord prior to the end
of a term and any eviction pursuant to
such termination.

While the primary purpose of Subpart
A would be to provide a uniform basis
for judicial proceedings containing the
elements of due process, the subpart
also would contain provisions under
which a tenant who wishes to present
the landlord his objections to a proposed
eviction would be assured of an oppor-
tunity to do so, either in writing or, if
desired, at a meeting. The meeting con-
templated by these provisions would be
an informal discussion rather than a
formal hearing, since it is not intended
that the meeting itself would necessarily
provide all the elements of due process
which, as explained above, could be satis-~
fied in a court proceeding. The purpose
of the provision, which would allow the
tenant to present his objections at a
meeting and/or in writing, is simply to
encourage informal resolution of dis-
putes that might otherwise be brought
to court.

Subpart B would apply to tenants re-
siding in any multifamily project owned
by the Department of Housing and Ur-
ban Development, regardless of whether
the project was originally subsidized. It
would provide these tenants with the
same protection which Subpart A would
provide to tenants residing in subsidized
projects.

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit written comments, suggestions or
data regarding the proposed regulations
to the Rules Docket Clerk, Room 10245,
Office of the General Counsel, Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, 451 Seventh Street, S.W., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20410, Communications
should have reference to the ahbove
docket number and title. All relevant
material received on or hefore May 24,
1976, will be considered before adoption
of the final rule. A copy of each com-
munication submitted will be available
for public inspection during business
hours at the above address.

The Department has determined that
an Environmental Impact Statement is
not required with respect to this rule.
A copy of the Finding of Inapplicability
is available for inspection at the above
address.

Accordingly, the Department proposes
to amend Chapter IV of Title 24 by add-
ing a Subchapter J, Part 450 to read as
follows:

SUBCHAPTER J—TENANT EVICTION
PROCEDURES

PART 450—EVICTIONS FROM SUBS!
DIZED PROJECTS AND HUD-OWNED
PROJECTS

Subpart A—Subsidized Project

Sec.

450.1 Applicabllity.

450.2 Definitions.

4503 Entitlement of Tenants to Occu-

ney.

4504 Administrative Procedure Prior i«
Initiation of Judicial Proceeding
to Evict.

450.5 Limited Applicability to Section 23
and Section 8 Housing Assistance
Programs—Existing Housing.

450.6 Inapplicability to Substantial Re-

. habilitation or Demolition.

450.7 State and Local Law.

Subpart B—HUD-Owned Projects

4508 Incorporation by Reference.

450.9 Applicability of Procedure.

450.10 Inapplicability to BSubstantial Re-
habilitation or Demolition; Right
of Disposition Unimpaired.

AuTHORITY: Section 211 of the Nationa!

Housing Act, 52 Stat. 23, as amended (12

U.8.C. 1715b)

Subpart A—Subsidized Projects
§ 450.1 Applicability.

Except as provided in §§ 450.5, 450.6
and 450.7, the provision of this subpart
apply to all decisions by a landlord to
ferminate the occupancy of a fenant in

a subsidized project as defined in this
subpart.

§ 450.2 Definitions.

(a) “Eviction” means the disposses-
sion of the tenant from the leased unit
as a result of the termination of the
lease either prior to the end of a term.
or at the enrd of a term.

(b) “Landlord” means either inhe
owner of the property or his represent-
ative, or the managing agent or his rep-
resentative, as shall be designated by
the owner.

(c) “Subsidized project” means
multifamily housing project (with the
exception of a project owned by a co-
operative housing mortgagor corporation
or association) which receives the bene-
fit of subsidy in the form of (1) below-
market interest rates pursuant to sec-
tion 221(d) (3) and (5) or interest re-
duction payments pursuant to section

* 236 of the National Housing Act, or (2

rent. supplement payments under sec-
tion 101 of the Housing and Urben De-
velopment Act of 1965, or (3) direct
loans pursuant to section 202 of the
Housing Act of 1859, or (4) payments
under the Section 23 Housing Assistance
Payments Program pursuant to section
23 of the United States Housing Act ol
1937 (USHAct) prior to-amendment by
the Housing and Community Develop-
ment Act of 1974 (HCD Act), or
payments under the Section 8 Housing
Assistance Payments Program pursuant
to section 8 of the USHAct after amend-
ment by the HCD Act unless the project
is owned by a Public Housing Agency.
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£450.3 Eatitlement of Tenants to Occu-
pancy.

(a) Termination of occupancy prior

to the end of a term. The landlord may

not terminate occupancy of any tenant.

residing in a subsidized project prior to
the end of the term except where the
tenant has substantially failed to com-
ply with the provisions of the lease agree-
ment.

(b) Termination of occupancy at the
end of a term. The landlord may not ter-
minate the occupancy of any tenant re-
siding in a subsidized project at the end
of the initial term or any successive term,
except where the tenant has substantially
failed to comply with the provisions of
the lease agreement or the landlord has
determined that other good cause exists
for such termination. Notwithstanding
the limitation of this subsection, the
landlord may, with the prior approval of
HUD, modify the terms and conditions
of the lease agreement, at the end of {ae
initial term. or any successive ferm by
giving 30 days written notice to the ten-
ant: Provided, That any increase in rent
shall in all cases be governed by appli-
ceble HUD regulations. Said notice shall
include the tender of an addendum to be
made a part of the lease agreement or of
a new lease agreement containing the
modified terms and conditions. The ten-
ant is presumed to accept the modified
terms and conditions unless he advises
the landlord in writing within 10 days of
receipt of the landlord’s notice that he
intends to vacate the premises at the ex-
piration of the current term. =

(¢) Lease agreement superseded. The
provisions of this subpart shall be appli-
cable to all leases of units in subsidized
projects, including those executed before
the effective date of this subpart, not
withstanding any contrary provision of
the leases. -

§450.4 Administrative Procedure Prior
to Initiation of Judicial Proceeding
to Eviet,

(a) Judicial action. The landlord shall
not institute an action in any court to
evict a tenant from a subsidized project
until the administrative procedures un-
der this subsection have been fully com-
plied with. In any judicial proceeding to
evict the tenant, the landlord may not
rely on (1) any lease provision wherein
the tenant agrees to waive any provision
of state law applicable to evictions, or
(2) any grounds which are different from
the reasons set forth in the termination
nolice served on the tenant pursuant to
this subpart: Provided, That the landlord
shall not be precluded from relying on
grounds of which he had no knowledge
at tthe time the termination notice was
sent.

(b) Termination Notice. Prior to in-
stituting any judicial action to evict a
tenant, the landlord shall notify the ten-
ant in writing that the occupancy is ter-
minated (1) prior to the end of the term
or af the end of a term because of a sub-
Stantial breach in the provisions of the
lease agreement or, (2) at the end of a

term, for good cause, as the case may be.
This notice shall (1) direct that the ten-

PROPOSED RULES

ant vacate on a date specified; (2) state
the reasons why the tenant’s occupancy
is being terminated with enough speci-
ficity so as to enable the tenant to make
an informed response; (3) be served on
the tenant either personally or by reg-
istered or certified mail, return receipt
requested; and (4) shall be substantially
in accordance with the form of letter in
Appendix 1. The notice shall be served
on the tenant at least 30 days prior to
the date on which the premises are to be
vacated: Provided, That this notice pe-
riod may be reduced as follows:

(1) 14 days in any case of failure to
pay rent; and

(2) A reasonable time commensurate
with the exigencies of the situation in
the ease of conduct which constitutes a
threat to the health or safety of any per-
son in or around the subsidized project.

The conduct of the tenant cannot be
deemed good cause justifying termina-
tion of occupaney unless the landlord has
given the tenant prior actual or con-
structive notice (e.g. by the posting of
notices at reasonable places) that said
conduct shall henceforth constitute a
basis for termination of ocecupancy.

(¢) Tenant objection. Upon receipt of
the landlord’s termination notice as pro-
vided for in subsection (b) of this section,

" the tenant may object to the landlord’s

determination by the submission of writ-
ten comments to the landlord or by ap-
pearing in person, or both, in accordance
with the procedure in this section. No
later than 10 days after the tenant has
received notification of the landlord’s
termination notice, the tenant shall
either submit written comments to the
landlord or advise the landlord in writ-
ing that he requests a meeting, or both.
This time period may be reduced to 5
days where the termination is based on
conduct by the tenant or his family
which constitutes a substantial threat to
the health or safety of any person. If the
tenant requests a meeting, the landlord
shall arrange & meeting promptly and
at the mutual convenience of the tenant
and the landlord, at which time the ten-
ant may raise any and all objections that
he has to the landlorc’s decision to eviet.
If the tenant does not object to the land-
lord’s notice of termination in aeccord-
ance with this subsection, the landlord’s
decision shall be deemed to be final and
the termination notice provided for in
§ 450.4(b) of this subpart shall be
deemed a final notice as of the date of
service. However, the failure of the ten-
ant to object to the landlord's termina-
tion notice shall not constitute a waiver
by the tenant of his rights thereafter to
contest the landlord’s action in an ap-
propriate judicial proceeding.

(d) Landlord’s Final Determination.
The landlord shall notify the tenant of
his decision in writing within 10 days
after the meeting or submission of writ-
ten comments, whichever is later. This
notification shall be either delivered per-
sonally to the tenant or sent by reg-
istered or certified mail, return receipt
requested. If the decision of the landlord
is adverse to the tenant, the landlord’s
final determination shall notify the ten-
ant that the occupancy is terminated and
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the date on which possession should be
swrrendered. This date shall be no earlier
than the date specified in the termina-
tion notice provided for by § 450.4(b) of
this subpart, or 15 days after receipt by
the tenant of the landlord’s final deter-
mination, whichever is later: Provided,
That the latter time period may be re-
duced where termination is based on con-
duct by the tenant or his family which
constitutes a substantial threat to the
health or safety of any person. A decision
by the landlord which is adverse to the
tenant shall not constitute a waiver or
affect in any manner the rights of the
tenant in any judicial proceeding.

(e) Termination by Tenant. The ad-
ministrative procedure of this section
does not apply in any case in which the
tenant has given written notice of termi-
nation of the lease or in which the land-
lord has modified the terms and condi-
tions of the lease in accordance with
§ 450.3(h) of this subpart and the tenant
has advised the landlord in writing that
ltlie rejects the modified terms and condi-

ons.

§ 450.5 Limited Applicability te Seetion
23 and Section 8 Housing Assistance
!’nymcnls Programs—Existing Hous-
ing,

Subject to § 450.2(¢), the applicability
of this subpart to the Section 23 Housing
Assistance Payments Program—Existing
Housing and the Section 8 Housing As-
sistance Payments Program—Existing
Housing is limited to the termination of
occupancy by the landlord prior to the
end of a term and any eviction pursuant
to such termination.

§ 450.6 Inapplicability to Substantial
Rehabilitation or Demolition,

This subpart shall not apply in any
case in which the landlord terminates
the occupancy of a tenant as a direct re-
sult of a determination, concurred in by
HUD, to substantially rehabilitate or de-
molish the project or to dispose of the
project to a purchaser who purchases for
the purpose of substantial rehabilitation
or demolition,

§ 450.7 State and Loecal Law.

It is not the intention of this Part to
preclude a tenant from relying on state
or local law governing evictions where
such law is inconsistent with the pro-
visions in this part: Provided, That a
tenant may not rely on any provision of
state or local law which has been pre-
empted pursuant to 24 CFR Part 403 or
other action of the United States.

Subpart B—HUD-Owned Projects
§ 450.8 Incorporation by Reference.’

All of the provisions of Subpart A of
this part covering certain multifamily
projects (excepting §§ 450.5 and 450.6)
apply with full force to the property de-
scribed in § 450.9 and they are hereby in-
corporated by reference.

§ 450.9 Applicability of Procedures.
The procedures outlined in this sub-
part apply to all decisions to terminate

the occupancy of a tenant by the ter-
mination of a lease prior to the end of its

22, 1976
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term or at the end of a term where the
tenant regides in any multifamily proj-
ect which is presently owned by HUD, re-
gardiess of whether said project was a
subsldized project prior to the acquisition
of title by HUD,

§ 450.10 Inapplicability to Substantial
Rehabilitation or Demolition; Right
of Disposition Unimpaired.

This subpart shall not apply in any
case in which HUD terminafes the occu-
pancy of a.tenant as a direct result of a
determination by HUD to substantially
rehabilitate or demolish the project or to
dispose of the project to a purchaser
who purchases for the purpose of sub-
stantial rehabilitation or demolition.
Nothing in this subpart should be con-
strued to affect in any way the right of
HUD to exercise its full statutory au-
thority and discretion to dispose of prop-
erty acquired pursuant to the National
Housing Act.

Issuned at Washington, D.C. April 15,
1976.

It is hereby certified that the economic
and inflationary impacts of this proposed

PROPOSED RULES

regulation have been carefully evaluated in
accordance with OMB Circular A-107,

James L. Young,
Assistant Secretury
Jor Housing Management.

APPENDIX 1

NOTIFICATION OF TERMINATION ‘OF LEASE
(NAME AND ADDRESS OF LANDLORD OR MAN=-
AGING AGENT)

To:
Subject: (Identify Project and Unlt)

1. This is to advise you that your lease for
the above premises is hereby terminated [be~
cause of a substantial breach of the provi-
sions of the lease agreement] [for good
cause|, This termination will be eflective as

(date)
o) SR R and you are directed to move
from the premises on or before that date.

2. The following are the reasons for these
actions: (specity)

3. If you desire to gbject to this action,
you have the right under the regulations
of the Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment, 24 CFR Part 450, to submit writ-
ten comments or meet with a representative
of the landlord, or both. If you decide to
object to this action, the following steps
must be followed:

&, Within 10 days*® of the receipt of
jetter, you must either submit to this «
written comments, or advise us in writi:
your desire to have a meeting, or both
written notice should be dellvered i«
offica or be postmarked on or before
10th day * after receipt of this letter ol
notice Indicates a desire for a meeting w)
a representative or the landlord, this office
will be in touch with you promptly tc
range for such a meeting.

b. Within 10 days after the submiss
your written comments or the me
(whichever is later), this office will n
you in writing of the landlord's final de-
termination.

c. It you decide not to objleet to this actio
you must move from the premises on
before (--.-.- (e Wl Vo ool ).

4. This procedure does not in any wany af-
fect your right to contest termination o
lease in any appropriate court or other pro
ceeding.

[FR Doc.76-11536 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am

1Under §4504(c), this period may be :
duced to 5 days where termination is ¢ i
on conduct by the tenant or his family which
constitutes a substantial threat to the healtn
or safety of any person.

2This date should be determined in ac-
cordance with § 450.4(d).
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OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
Privacy Act of 1974
NOTICE OF SYSTEM OF RECORDS

Notice is herby given of one additional records system (which
was inadvertently omitted from the group of notices published on
August 27, 1975, 40 FR 38897) maintained by the Foreign Agricul-
tural Service of the Department of Agriculture at 14th and Indepen~
dence Avenue, S.W., Washigton, D.C. 20250, and required to be
published in the Federal Register and in annual compilation form
pursuant to the provisions of the Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 930579).
Although this act requires only that portion of each system which
describes the ‘‘routine uses’' of that system be published for public
comment, the Department of Agriculture invites such comment on
all portions of such notice.

Interested persons may submit written comments on this
proposed notice to: Director, Research and Operations Division,
Office of the General Counsel, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C. 20250, on or before the thirtieth day following
publication of this notice. All comments submitted will be available
for public inspection during regular business hours in Room 2321 of
the South Building, USDA, 14th and Independence Aveenue, S.W.,
Washington, D.C, 20250.

Dated: April 13, 1976.

John A. Kriebel,
Acting Secretary.

USDA/FAS-3
System name: Visa and Passport Clearance Information Data,
USDA/FAS

System location: Foreign Travel Section, Management Services
Division, Foreign Agricultural Service, USDA, 14th and Indepen-

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

dence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250.

Categories of individuals covered by the system: The System con-
sists of a card index containing information required by foreign
countries to grant visas.

Authority for maintenance of the system: 22 U.S.C. 213; 7 AR

57.

Routine uses of records malntained in the system, including catego-
ries of users and the of such uses: Maintenance of this data
expedites issuance of passports and visas. The information is trans-
ferred from the card to visa forms required by various forcign
countries to issue entrance visas. The yisa form are sent to the
respective foreign country’s embassy located in Washington, D.C.

Policies and practices for storing, retrieving, accessing, retaining,
and disposing of records in the system:

Storage: Maintained in file boxes in file cabinet at above address.

Retrievability: Records are filed by name of individual applyig for
Official and Diplomatic passports.

Safeguards: Records are kept in file cabinet in locked office in
Government building with security guards.

Retention and disposal: Records are mainteined indefinitely as
long as valid passport is maintained.

System manager(s) and address: Head, Foreign Travel Section,
MSD, Foreign Agricultural Service, USDA, 14th and Independence
Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250.

Notification dure: Any individual may request information
regarding this system of records, or information as to whether the
system contains records pertaining to him by contacting the System
Manager.

Contesting record procedures: Amended, corrected or new cards
can be submitted at any time to System Manager listed above. Old
card will be destroyed and new one inserted in its place.

Record source categories: Information in this system is provided
by the individual applying for Official and Diplomatic passports.

[FR Doc.70-11163 Filed 4-21-176;8:45 am]
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NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION. SAFTEY BOARD

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD

PRIVACY ACT OF 1974

Supplemental Notice of Proposed System of Records

Pursuant to the requirements of sections (e}4) and (11) of the
Privacy Act of 1974 (Pub. L, 93-579), the National Transportation
Safety Board (NTSB) hereby gives notice of the maintenance of a
system of records designated as NTSB 11—Parking Permit
Records. This system of records was in existence on September 27,
1975, and should have been published in any one of the notices of
proposed systems published by the NTSB on August 11, 1975 (40
FR 33813), on September 5, 1975 (40 FR 41197), and on September
25, 1975 (40 FR 44301), but, due to administrative oversight, was
inadvertently omitted from those notices. :

Public comment is solicited. Comments should be submitled on
or before May 27, 1976, to the General Counsel, National Trans-
portation Safety Board, 800 Independence Avenue, S,W., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20594, )

Fotz L. Puls

General Counsel
NTSB—11
System name: Parking Permit Records—
System location: National Transportation Safety Board

800 Independence Avenue, S.W,
Washington, D.C. 20594

Categories of individuals covered by the system: Employees who

16929

have applied for or who have been issued parking permits,

Categories of records in the system: Application cards containing
information on permit applicant and members of his car pool, if
any.

Authority for maintenance of the system: Pub. L. 93-633

Routine uses of records maintained in the system, including catego-
ries of users and the purposes of such uses: Used to determine
whether or not an employee is entitled to, or possesses, a parking
permit. Routine use includes, but is not limited to, referral to law
enforcement agencies of violations of the law and for discovery

urposes ovdered by a court, referral to potential employers, and
or securily clearance. Disclosure may_be made to a congressional
office from the récord to an individual in response to an inquiry
from the congressional office made at the request of that in-
dividual.

Policies and practices for storing, refrieving, nccessing, retaining,
and disposing of records in the system:

Storage: Records are maintained on 5'' X 8'' cards,

Retrievability: Indexed by name of permit holder,

Safeguards: Maintained in a locked cabinet.

Retention and disposal: Records are maintained while employee
holds a parking permit. Record is destroyed when employee no
longer has parking permit.

System manager(s) and address: Chief, Support Service Staff

Office of the General Manager
National Transportation Safety Board
800 Independence Avenue, S.W.
Washington, D.C, 20594

Notification procedure: Address inquiries to General Manager.

Record access procedures: Procedures are detailed in NTSB regu-
lation 49 CFR Part 802. oo

Contesting record procedures: Same as above.

Record source categories: Information provided by employees
desiring parking permits,

|FR Doc.76-11830 Filed 4-21-76;8:45 am|
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Would you like
10 KROW i crnc S e

MADE IN CERTAIN TITLES OF THE CODE OF
FEDERAL REGULATIONS without reading g

the Federal Register every day? if so, you
may wish to subscribe to the “List of
CFR Sections Affected.”

List of CFR Sections Affected $10.00

per year
The “'List of CFR Sections Affected'’ is designed to lead users of the
Code of Federal Regulations to amendatory actions published in the
Federal Register, and is issued monthly in cumulative form. Entries
indicate the nature of the changes.

Also available on a subscription basis . .

The Federal Register Index $g.00

per year
Indexes covering the contents of the daily Federal Register are issued
monthly and annually. Entries are carried primarily under the names of
the issuing agencies. Significant subjects are also carried.

A fndung ald ls included at. the end of each publication which hs& Federal
Register page numbers with the date of publication in the Federa! Register

Order from: Superintendent of Documents
U.S. Government Printing Office
Washington, D.C. 20402

Note to FR Subscribers: FR Indexes and the “List of CFR Sections Affected” will
continue to be mailed free of charge to regular FR subscribers.
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